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TRI-PARTY AGREEMENT PUBLIC MEETING FOR FFTF
PORTLAND, OREGON
JANUARY 14, 1998

Pane] Members:

Mary Lou Blazek - Oregon State Department of Energy
Kate Brown - Oregon Senator

Tom Carpenter - Government Accountability Project
Elizabeth Furse - Oregon Congresswoman

Ernie Hughes - U.S. Department of Energy

Paige Knight - Hanford Watch

Gerald Pollet - Heart of America Northwest

Pat Serie - Moderator

Frank -Shields - Oregon Representative

Roger Stanley - Washington State Department of Ecology
Mike Wilson - Washington State Department of Ecology
Jon Yerxa - U.S. Department of Energy

Pat Serie:

You know that there are strong feelings about whether or not FFTF should
ultimately be restarted, and I would ask you to remember that what the
agencies have to walk away with tonight is feedback on whether or not to {
change the TPA milestones. So please be sure that you give me comments on
that question.

There are agendas out in front. We structured the meeting to provide the bulk
of the time to hear from the people who are here, and so what we’re going to
do is have a brief description of the status of the FFTF standby process and
background on the proposed changes to the Tri-Party Agreement. We will hear
from the Oregon Office of Energy on their perspective and we will have several
alternative viewpoints on the milestone changes from Oregon officials and
interest groups. Then we’ll take just a brief time to allow questions and
answers. I want to be sure that if something was not clear, that you can get
a clarification from the speakers; however, we want to move quickly to the
public comment period, which is our primary goal tonight. We will not be
asking the agencies to respond to comments. In fact, they will be hearing and
absorbing the input. This session is being recorded and there will be written °
comments provided to all of the questions and the comments after the meeting.
So by 7:45, at least, we’re going to be starting the public comment period.

I just got the third page of people who are signed up to speak and so we're
going to ask that people representing organizations speak for no more than
five minutes and individuals for about three, so we can get everyone fit in.
That’s five minutes for organizations and three for individuals. We are
scheduled to end at 9:30.. The agencies are happy to stay as Tong as people
are here and also to be available for one-on-one questions after the meeting.

TPA-FFTF, Portland, 1-14-98 1
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If you want to speak, have not yet signed up, or if you change your mind
during -the meeting, please see the people at the back table and let them know.

I would ask that all of you respect the rights of the speakers and your

_neighbors to speak during the time that they’ve been allotted and hold any

questions or comments until you have the floor. My job is to keep us on
schedule and be sure everyone has the opportunity to go on record tonight, so
1’11 let you know when you need to move on to the next person.

Let me introduce the people at the table tonight. First, with the Department
of Ecology, which is the Tead Tri-Party agency for the proposed changes, we
have Roger Stanley. Department of Energy is represented by Ernie Hughes and
Jon Yerxa. This is Mary Lou Blazek with the Oregon Office of Energy;

Gerald Pollet with Heart of America Northwest; Paige Knight (Paige, I'm in
trouble ... ) with Hanford Watch and we’re expecting Congresswoman

Elizabeth Furse shortly, as well as Mike Wilson with Ecology.

If you do not have an agenda, we are about to move to the background
presentations. Our first will be Ernie Hughes, talking about the situation
with FFTF as it stands today.

Ernie Hughes:

Thank you, Pat. Good evening everybody. I’m sorry that we don’t have a
viewgraph projector which would help, but they ... so we will have to do,
without it. In addition to my responsibilities as the Director of the Fast
Flux Test Facility Project Office, I'm here tonight along with Jon Yerxa as
the Department of Energy representative for the Tri-Party Agreement. I've
also brought with me tonight some technical experts who will answer any .
detailed questions that you might have either during the session or after,
There’s a change in the status of FFTF and tonight we’re here to explain that
those changes through the Tri-Party Agreement that the milestones itself have
not changed. The proposed milestone revision has not ... Is that a little
better? 0K, good. The proposed milestones revision is not, I repeat not, a
decision to restart the facility. The proposed revision simply reflects that
FFTF has gone from deactivation to standby status until it is decided if the
facility is needed to support the nation’s requirements for tritium. My
remarks will be brief to allow maximum time for you to ask questions and
provide comments on the proposed changes.

For those of you who may not be familiar with FFTF, it is a 400-megawatt
sodium-cooled reactor built in the 1970s, started in 1980, and operated to
test Tiquid-metal reactor fechnology components and systems from the 1982 to
1992. The reactor is located at the Hanford Site, four miles west of the
Columbia River. The FFTF, unlike the production reactors, FFTF does not take .
water from the Columbia, nor does it discharge effluents to the Columbia, nor
do we discharge any radioactive effluents to the ground, either surface or
subsurface. FFTF is the largest, most modern reactor owned by the Department
of Energy. Because of the extensive testing over the past 15 years, we know
more about this reactor than probably any other reactor in the United States
regarding its safety, fuel performance, and isotope production. Information
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about the plant and its operating history has been widely documented and is
publicly available.

In the early 1990s, there was no identified mission for FFTF. So in

December 1993 the Department of Energy issued a formal shutdown order for the
facility. The Tri-Party Agreement agencies then established a set of
deactivation milestones, since the Department of Energy had decided that FFTF -
had no future mission, Staff at the FFTF moved forward with a deactivation
program that safely defueled the reactor and placed many systems in a shutdown
condition. We completed the sodium storage facility well in advance of the
Tri-Party Agreement dates. 1In late 1995, a private company sent Secretary of
Energy Hazel 0’Leary an unsolicited proposal offering to take over the FFTF,
produce tritium, and sell it back to the government. The revenue from this
operation would be used to expand the capability to produce medical isotopes.
Tritium is an essential component of our nation’s nuclear weapons systems.

One half of the tritium is lost to radioactive decay every 12.3 years. The
United States tast produced tritium in 1988. That source, the K Reactor at
Savannah River, is no longer available. ' .

The Russians have not ratified the Strategic Arms Reduction Treaty II
agreement, which would have lowered the requirement for replacement tritium.
Therefore in late 1995, U.S. Nuclear Weapons Council and the President
determined that a new tritium source was needed by the year 2005. The
Department of Energy is responsibie for providing tritium to the Department of
Defense and therefore, found itself caught in a dilemma. The need for tritium
could change if the Russians ratify the Strategic Arms Reduction Treaty II,
agreement. The need could also change if there are new negotiations. In
addition, the two current tritium production options each have major issues.
The accelerator option requires billions of dollars in funding out of a flat
Department of Energy budget. The use of a commercial 1ight water reactor for
tritium production requires controversial Congressional legislation. Faced
with this dilemma and a privatization proposal, the Secretary stopped the
irreversibie step of draining sodium from FFTF and commissioned independent
reviews to look at the technical and economic feasibility of using the
facility. Those reviews indicated that FFTF could safely and economically
produce tritium on an interim basis.

In January 1997, the Secretary changed FFTF’s status from deactivation to
standby until the tritium production issue could be resolved. The Secretary
of Energy said that while FFTF was in standby we would maintain essential
systems, staffing, and support services, continue those deactivation
activities that would not prevent restart, and conduct technical, economic,
safety, and environmental analyses to help the Secretary decide on whether to
proceed with the National Environmental Policy Act process, which is required
before making any decision re]at1Ve to the restart of FFTF.

Today the FFTF is in standby status. The reactor is completely defueled.
Detajled technical and safety analyses have been completed. The reports on
those analyses were issued December 1, and are publicly available. The next
step in the decision process is for the Secretary of Energy to decide whether

TPA-FFTF, Portiand, 1-14-98 3
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to 1) initiate the National Environmental Policy Act process relative to
FFTF's future, 2) simply continue in standby, or 3) return to a deactivation
mode. Before any decision on the restart of FFTF, there would be an
Environmental Impact Statement prepared, which would include full public
involvement. The TPA milestones that are affected are the M-81 series, which
refer to the deactivation, which are all contained and somewhat explained in
the handouts that were at the table outside on the change; and the M-20
series, which cover the formal closure of the environmental permits.

Recognizing the January 1997 change of facility status from deactivation to
standby, the Tri-Party Agreemeni agencies agreed last spring to negotiate
revised TPA milestones. The Hanford Advisory Board was briefed on the need
for these changes in July of 1997. In October, the TPA agencies reached a
tentative agreement to delete the existing milestones. The agencies also
agreed that if the Secretary decides FFTF is to resume the shutdown process,

. new deactivation milestone dates (negotiations for those new dates) will be

started within 90 days. The Department of Energy also has stated that it
intends to establish and maintain the management and funding responsibility
for the FFTF under the 0ffice of Nuclear Energy, Science and Technology
starting in fiscal year 1999 through shutdown.

Finally, any environmental compliance issues relative to FFTF will be
addressed through the Washington State Department of Ecology’s Sitewide

Compliance Assurance Program. |

_ In.conclusion, the FFTF status has changed from deactivation to standby. :The

three agencies agree that the best way to manage the issue is the proposed
agreement revising the milestones. Let me emphasize again: the proposed
decision to revise the milestones is not a decision to restart the facility;
any decision of that nature would occur only after the preparation of an EIS
with full public involvement.

We Took forward to your questions and comments here tonight, either orally or
by using the comment forms in the back. The three agencies will use the input
that is focused directly on this change to revise and finalize the tentative
agreement. We expect that some of your input may go beyond the specific focus
of the TPA change request into the national policy issues of tritium need and
future uses of Hanford. We will make sure that all of your comments are
provided to the appropriate Department of Energy officials. In addition to
your comments tonight, I encourage you to write to me directly or send
electronic correspondence if you have any questions, opinions, concerns, or
jssues related to the FFTF. Thank you very much.

Pat Serie:
If there’s an empty chair next to anyone with an empty chair next to them,.

please raise their hand so that -- we got a few right here. You guys wanna
move on up? I’‘m sorry, anyone with an empty chair, please raise their hand so
the people in the back can fill in the spaces. There are two up here.

TPA-FFTF, Portland, 1-14-98 4



Gerald Pollet:
[He requests a larger room.]

Pat Serie:
I'm afraid not. OK, Roger.

Gerald Pollet: 0
The DOE only had money to spend on keepi_ng the reactor in standby ... 0220,?

Pat Serie:
Roger Stanley of the Department of Ecology is next, Mr. Pollet.

Roger Stanley: :

OK. Thank you, Pat. As Pat noted my name is Roger Stanley. I’m with the
Washington Department of Ecology. Pardon? Can you hear me all right? OK.

As Pat noted, my name is Roger Stanley. I’m with the Washington Department of
Ecology. I work within the department’s Nuclear Mixed Waste Management
Program and work on policy and Tri-Party Agreement negotiations. Before I
make brief comments on tonight’s meeting and the issues at hand, I'd 1ike to
start out with an announcement regarding the comment period. For those of you
that picked up a copy of the change request (the one with the blue cover out
on the front desk), -it notes that the comment period ends on the last day of
January. We are going to extend that comment period until February 20th to
take into account the fact that the Hood River meeting was unfortunately ,
canceled due to heavy snowfall. So the Hood River meeting is being ;
rescheduled ‘and actually right now I believe it’s going to take place on
February 12. So I know the document you have says that the end of the public
comment period is the 31st of January. We’re just in the process of changing
that to give room for rescheduling the Hood River meeting.

How many of you have just a brief Department of Ecology perspective on FFTF?
Want to make some comments on FFTF restart? I’m also going to make just a
brief comment on the Tri-Party Agreement itself and then finally on the
Tri-Parties proposal to modify the TPA.

Before talking about the TPA, I want to recognize the importance of issues
that are raised by the potential for an FFTF restart. Those issues are
important issues; they are important to the State of Washington. I know that
they are important to the people in Oregon. They are important to the people
of the Pacific Northwest, as they should be. It’s a very, very large
decision. The Department of Ecology will make its concerns known or will
forward to DOE its concerns when and if DOE makes a formal decision to proceed
with formal consideration of FFTF or the FFTF restart option. DOE has not
made that decision to date. Should it do so, I would expect that the
Department of Ecology would forward concerns that include the environmental
impacts that such a restart would have, any wastes that would be generated,
potential impacts to the Hanford cleanup that is underway now; impacts,
including impacts related to funding of the Hanford cleanup effort and
intersite waste issues that would be associated with it. '

TPA-FETF, Portland, 1-14-98 5
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Secondly, as far as the Tri-Party Agreement itself (it was the mint green
document that was on the back of the table), and it’s been in place since May
of 1989. That document is extremely important to the Department of Ecology
and to the State of Washington. We take great pains to maintain its overall
integrity and to keep its focus on its basic statutory purposes, mainly the
cleanup of the Hanford Site. As far as the Tri-Party’s tentative agreement to -
delete the current TPA FFTF deactivation schedules, we-have agreed with the
Department of Energy and the Environmental Protection Agency (tentatively at
this point in time prior to public comment) to delete those milestones based
on, first of all, the FFTF is no longer in deactivation; current schedules -
that are in the TPA are out-of-date. Secondly, though consideration of
restart is certainly a very important issue, but it is not a TPA issue per se.
DOE’s decision to halt deactivation was not a TPA decision. It was taken
under the Secretary of Energy’s authority and the decision to actually restart
the TPA [FFTF} (or to shut it down) is also not going to be a TPA decision per
se. .

Third, is that statutory responsibility, even if FFTF deactivation milestones
are deleted, that doesn’t let FFTF off the hook as far as environmental
statutes, nor does it let DOE off the hook, or DOE’s contractors. Those
statutory requirements stand, and as Ernie noted, should we have overall
environmental compliance issues during the interim period that FFTF operations
are being considered, the state will address those through our Sitewide

Compliance Assurance Program. 4
: i

The fourth element in our tentative agreement has been that the state does not
Tike to leave enforceable milestones on the books that we are not taking
action to actually enforce. As I noted that we keep a close eye on the
overall integrity of the TPA.

The other thing I wanted to note is that, though the most visible element of

the proposed TPA modification is the deletion of the current out-of-date work
. schedules, really it’s a three-cornered proposal. Deletion of the work

schedules during this interim period is one. . The second is the fact that the
DOE’s responsibility to comply with environmental law stands and DOE
recognizes that within the tentative agreement. Third, is the reinstatement
provision that Ernie also mentioned, so that if we get to the point where the
decision is that indeed FFTF should be shut down, then we will take those
schedules that are out-of-force, hold them up to the window so to speak, make
whatever adjustments would be necessary (hopefully without any Tengthy
negotiations), and put them back in force.

Finally, I would like to comment briefly on funding for the FFTF. The State
of Washington is very concerned about the potential of significant impact,
whether it be from FFTF standby or actual operations, on Hanford cleanup. The
Hanford Site’s mission is cleanup. The state believes that Hanford cleanup
comes first and throughout this public comment period, we’re looking at the
potential for actually impacting Hanford cleanup. Should DOE proceed through
the Environmental Impact Statement process, that would certainly be one of the
headliners in the overall concerns of the state.

TPA-FFTF, Portland, 1-14-98 6



11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23

26
27
28
29
30
31
32
33
34
35
36
37
38
39
40
41
42
43
44

45

46

¢
49
50

et
omoo--amm.n-wr.

Finally, I want to note that though we believe that deletion of the current
schedules is an appropriate course at this point in time, we have an open
mind. This is not an issue where the state is hard on deletion and that’s the
only option. That's one of the main reasons why we come out to the public is
to get your insights. So we’re going through the public comment period and I
appreciate all you folks for showing up and for your comments.

Pat Serie: .
Mary Lou Blazek with the Oregon Department of Energy will give us her
perspective.

Mary Lou Blazek: | 002
I'd Tike to say thank you all for taking the time, taking the effort to be 204

here. 1 am just overwhelmed to see so many faces. I work for the Oregon
Office of Energy, Governor Kitzhaber, and I’m going to share with you his
perspective on this issue. But I’'d Tike to Tef you know that

Governor Kitzhaber and the Oregon Congressional delegation opposed tritium
production at FFTF. Congresswoman Furse is hearing that first hand, but 1’71
take that back to the Governor as well.

Before addressing the specific issues which are the scope of this hearing,
which we want to all do I'm sure, let me give you some perspective on our
position, which there are copies of it on the table as you come in. That
perspective is essential to adequately take into account the concerns of
Oregonijans in dea11ng w1th the issues which are the subject of this hear1ng

The primary mission at Hanford must continue to be cleanup and safe management

of the waste. That is endangered when a production mission creates néw waste.
We have a lot of safety concerns about running FFTF for tritium production.

We don’t believe it’s designed for this use, or that it was designed to run at
the projected levels with a high percentage of plutonium in the fuel. We're
very concerned about the cost and diverting federal funds from cleanup at
Hanford to weapons production. Standby costs are 30 million dollars a year.
While the money is not directly from cleanup funds, we agree, it still impacts
DOE’s overall budget. The whole medical isotopes issue that we’re hearing so
much about (a proposal to use FFTF solely for medical isotopes) would deserve
further evaluation. But DOE has made it clear that won’t happen without a ’
tritium mission. ‘

As far as the proposed changes to the Tri-Party Agreement, which is why
they’ve asked us to come here tonight and give our comments, their proposal is
to delete certain milestones which cannot be met as long as FFTF is under
consideration for a tritium mission. If the Secretary of Energy decides not
to pursue a tritium mission, the parties propose to reinstate the milestones
within nine months. After giving that a Tot of consideration, we believe the
process that they’re proposing, that the three parties (the Environmental
Protection Agency, the Washington Department of Ecology, and the U.S.
Department of Energy) is not unreasonable if set the amount of time that is
involved, We believe that if FFTF is ruled out of a tritium mission that the
process to reinstate the milestones should be accelerated by at least 60 days,

TPA-FFTF, Portland, 1-14-98 7
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which would save 15 to 30 million dollars. We call on the federal government
to make a decision quickly, to ru]e out new weapons production at Hanford once
and for all.

Pat Serie:

Well, Mary Lou, I think you just made the 11:00 news, and I don’ t think we’ll
be home to watch actually. OK, we, as Roger described, this is a tentative
proposed change. We now have time on the agenda for an alternative viewpoint
to granting those revisions and we have a four-part alternative viewpoint.
We’re very pleased first to have Congresswoman Elizabeth Furse with us here
tonight representing Hanford Action of Oregon and we're going to -ask her to
say a few words first. Paige Knight has a statement from Mark Hatfield;

" Gerry Pollet has a statement from Senator Wyden; and then Paige is going to

give us a Hanford Watch perspective on the alternative viewpoint to the

‘proposal. -We're going to do this very quickly, so I think

Congresswoman Furse, we’ll start with you, please.

Elizabeth Furse: 002205
Thank you. I'm very pleased at the Governor’s response; he gave us his
response early. I want to tell you that I spoke to the Secretary of Energy

- (Secretary 0'Leary) before she left on this issue. I spoke to the incoming

Secretary Pefia before he took office on this issue.

You’ve heard correctly. Senator Wyden and I and other members of the Oregon
delegation are very, very concerned and certainly oppose the opening of this
site for tritium production. I’m going to very briefly tell you what my areas
of concern are as we move forward. First of all, tritium production is as we
know for nuclear weapons; that is the mission. So we must not be fooled by
the idea that there might be another mission; it would be a tritium mission,

As you know, the United'Sfates is at this present time in negotiation on’ the
START II and START III talks on reduction of nuclear weapons. As you Know,

. General Butler has introduced and spoken of the need to reduce all nuclear

weapons. General Butler, who until 1994 was the Commander of Nuclear Weapons
for the United States, and it is to me unthinkable that we might send a
message to the international community that while we are at the one hand
negotiating to reduce nuclear weapons, we are on the other hand considering
the production of more nuclear weapons. So I think that this is an
international issue and I think we should not neglect that part.

You’ve already heard, and many people will talk to you about the issue of
funds. The mission at Hanford is to cleanup, not to produce more waste. The
mission at Hanford is cleanup. Another issue which I think we must very
clearly speak to the Department of Energy is the issue of this sodium-cooled
reactor. As you know, those reactors have been canceled in Germany, Britain,
and France because there is strong feeling that they are not safe reactors.
Therefore, we need to be making sure that our Columbia River residents, the
peopie of this region, you and I, all of us who live in this region, are not
put at another additional risk. We must make sure that is understood clearly.
Another issue is that to start up this facility is the need for plutonium.

TPA-FFTF, Portland, 1-14-98 8



That means that we will see the bringing in of plutonium from areas around
this country, and that is a great risk that we need to make sure that the
Department of Energy is aware of how we feel on that.

We have no permanent repository site for waste; there is none. I serve on the
Energy Subcommittee of the Commerce Committee and we wrestle with this at all
times, but there is no permanent site. So any more materials means that once
again we are at more risk. The third thing, or well the fourth thing, I'm
probably on the fifth thing now, is we must look at how much money has been
deflected already for cleanup and we need an accounting of that as we keep
this mission at all alive. We need to make sure that there is money there and
that money is not taken from cleanup. I didn’t make the signs, folks.

But I want to close with telling you the good news. The good news is that we
have a region that is full of people who are here tonight, but more than that
we have organizations who are determined that these decisions will be made in
the most open fashion and the people who I wani to talk, to tell you about,
other people 1ike Hanford Action League, Heart of America Northwest, Hanford
Watch; they are our citizens who are doing our citizens’ work and a member of
Congress who is a citizen cannot do the work of the Congress without those
citizen groups. Seo, it is with deep gratitude that I see that those groups
are here today and I thank the Governor and the resi of our delegation. 1
thank you for inviting me.

Paige Knight: 00220¢
OK, I am Paige Knight with Hanford Watch and right now I'm going to read a
statement that just came through tonight from Senator Hatfield. He's just

returned from Cuba and as soon as he got back he started working on this

statement for our group and our region.

Thank you for your invitation to participate in today’s Department of Energy
hearing on altering the 1989 Hanford Tri-Party Agreement and restarting the
Fast Flux Test Facility (FFTF) for the purpose of producing tritium for
nuclear weapons. I regret that previous commitments prevent me from attending
this critical event. The persistence by some to resume nuclear weapons
production -activities at Hanford, never ceases to amaze me. It is a shameful,

" it is shameful enough that the region has not taken steps to close its only

operating commercial nuclear reactor, the WPPSS plant at Hanford, even though
an excellent case can be made against it now on purely economic grounds. This
abdication of responsibility pales in comparison, however, to the insidious
proposal to restart the aging FFTF research reactor for the purpose of
producing tritium, a radioactive substance that enhances the destructive
capability of nuclear weapons. It is disappointing that this issue is even
being seriously discussed here, a region of the country that has learned the
hard way that the price of nuclear technology is much higher than the experts

“and proponents of nuclear power are ever honest enough to acknowledge.

For example, the WPPSS nuclear debacle was one of the greatest economic
disasters of the century and continues to cost the region’s electricity
customers over 500 million dollars a year. The Department of Energy was

TPA-FFTF, Portland, 1-14-98 9
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forced to stop Tying to the public and close the N Reactor at Hanford in 1988
when it was revealed that hundreds of millions of taxpayer dollars were being
wasted producing a product (plutonium) for which there was no critical need.
The cleanup of the Hanford reservation will cost hundreds of biliions of
dollars, take decades to accomplish, and continue to threaten human health and
safety. The Trojan Nuclear Power Plant in Oregon was closed because it was -
uneconomical and still awaits decommissioning.

Considering all of this, how could any rational person or bureaucracy consider
adding to the nuclear misery already visited upon the Pacific Northwest? How
many lessons do we have to Tearn before we turn from the broken promises of
the nuclear myths? Hanford is the greatest environmental threat to the people
of the Pacific Northwest. Restarting any nuclear reactor for weapons
production purposes is misguided at best and transparently evil at worst. It
is also a clear violation of the spirit and intent of the Tri-Party Agreement
and a complete reversal of our focused mission over the last 20 years to clean
up the largest environmental disaster area in the nation.

Long ago, the Northwest made decisions that turned us away from the nuclear
production of weapons material and electricity. It is time again to reject

the sermons of the nuciear proselytizers and say no to those who preach death, .
destruction, and ruin to our world and the region. I commend you for your

‘continued commitment to protecting the people and the environment of the

Pacific Northwest. Do not hesitate to let me know if I can be of further
service to your endeavors. ‘ [
And I read those to all of us and I really thank all of you for téking time
out of your schedule to be here tonight. This is very awesome.

Pat Serie: - ~
Gerry Pollet will read a statement from Senator Wyden.

Gerald Pollet: ' 002207
Thank you. Senator Wyden joined Representative Furse and representatives at

the Governor’s office and public interest groups on Friday at a news

conference, and he has been working with Representative Furse to try to stop

the Department of Energy from robbing your cleanup dollars to fund a bomb

factory at Hanford. And he’s sorry he couldn’t be here and faxed this over

today to be read:
002208

I am writing to urge, to the Secretary of Energy, excuse me, not just to us
but to the Secretary of Energy, I‘'m writing to urge you in the sirongest
possible terms to set aside any proposal to restart the FFTF at the Hanford
Nuclear Reservation. - As you know, I am very concerned about the cleanup of
Hanford and strongly feel that it should proceed without delay.

More than a million Oregonians live within 50 miles of the Columbia River
downstream from Hanford. Contaminated plumes already threaten the river and
the web of life it supports. We cannot afford to take our eyes off the main
goal, which is and must remain, the effective cleanup of the nuclear legacy on
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the river’s banks. I urge you to send a clear message. Keep the FFTF reactor
in the Tri-Party Agreement and push ahead with its decommissioning and
cleanup. Hanford is a difficult problem; it must be solved. The peopie and
the environment of the Pacific Northwest are depending on it.

002207

And then to the dollars. I must also point out that the continued use of
cleanup money to keep FFTF in standby is not authorized by Congress.

~ Senator Wyden then points out that DOE asked for permission to do this and was

refused it and when we have signs up here in the room that say the Department
of Energy at Hanford is robbing your cleanup dollars of 32 million dollars a
year to keep it illegally on standby, that’s what we’re talking about. And in
perspective, Senator Wyden wanted me to offer this: 32 million dollars of
your cleanup funds this year are going instead of to cleanup, to support an
FFTF being kept on hot standby for a weapons mission.

Over the next year, we will have ended up at nearly 100 million dollars having
been robbed from Hanford cleanup. And this is at a time when the Hanford
Manager says he will not pay out of Hanford cleanup money because he doesn’t
have the money for medical monitoring of downwinders from Hanford, which the
Center for Disease Control says which saves six to eight lives each year at a
cost of nine to twelve million. In other words, for one-third the cost of
keeping the reactor on hot standby for nuciear weapons with your cleanup
dollars, we could save six to eight lives. But the Department of Energy would
rather support a nuclear weapons mission than spend your cleanup dollars on
medical ‘monitoring, thereby condemning six to eight people to die this year
and next year until they get their priorities right. ‘

That is why Senator Wyden is going to fight the Department of Energy and try
to make sure they do not continue to steal your money, and why he’s encouraged
all of us to send this message tonight--pay back the 100 million; that this
should be part of the Tri-Party Agreement. The Tri-Party Agreement should say
the Department of Energy should pay back the money it has robbed from Hanford
cleanup. Thank you,

Paige Knight: ' 002209
I am speaking now on behalf of Hanford Watch, a local organization here that

has been working on Hanford issues for the last six years and we work in
conjunction with the other groups that have worked so hard to get this turnout
tonight. Let me begin with stating the belief of our members in Hanford Watch
that this country does not need to produce tritium until well into the next
century, if at all. Nor can it afford the cost in dollars or the cost in

change of mission at Hanford from its current cleanup mission.

We are facing the close of the century in which war has reigned supreme. We
have not experienced the peace dividend that was promised us with the advent
of the nuclear age by the sponsors of the Manhattan Project. What is more,
the nuclear age has put the health and safety of our environment and our
people, from Hanford communities to the residents of St. George, Utah, who
were showered with massive doses of radioactive fallout from the Nevada Test
Site, to those around the Fernald Site in Ohio, who found massive levels of
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nuclear contamination in their drinking water wells, to those near the
Savannah River Site who have suffered the poor health of downwinders all over
the world. The Manhattan Project of the U.S. government has turned out to be
a war against its own people. .

This hearing tonight is the beginning of a larger debate that this region énd
our country needs to have to bring a-more farsighted and truly humanitarian
vision to the realm of science; in this case, nuclear science. This is one of

~ the first in a series of battles that are at the forefront in the Northwest to

stop startup a whole new generation of nuclear production that feeds the
corporate pockets and shortchanges (harms) the ordinary citizen. If FFTF
should be chosen for a tritium mission, and remember there is no isotope
production without tritium, it will in effect bring us transportation of
plutonium from around the country to be used as fuel; it will call into the
production mode the startup of the fuels fabrication and examination facility
at Hanford; and it could eventually lead to the government subsidized
refurbishing of the WPPSS power plant at Hanford, a perfect scenario for the
revival of the nuclear industry at Hanford. The will of Congress to affect
and fund true cleanup is already diminishing. This could be the death now for
cleanup.

You will be called upon to attend other hearings over the next year or two,
all equalily as important as this. I urge you to listen, lTearn from one
another, and speak out tonight and usher forth a new course of stewardship for
our human and. natural resources as we.near the beginning of a new century.

I have gone on in my comments and I would rather get to the comments of the
people here because I know many of you will cover the same points as I. 1
have mentioned many of the safety issues: the fact that the FFTF sits on an
earthquake zone that’s not very safe; that it has archaic control systems;
that some of the plans for the FFTF is (if it gets the tritium mission) to
push the mission so that it produces more tritium than makes the reactor safe
when it already isn’t as safe it is purported to be. And then we haven’t even
dealt with the issue of where to store the waste that the Congresswoman Furse
just brought up. So, uh ... '

Unidentified person: ' ' - . 002210

... came out an adamant opponent of restart1ng the FFTF. So, Christine.

Unidentified person: 002211

Thank you very much, and it’s really good to see so many people here actually.
I'm really impressed. First of all, I want to say that I’m sorry the
Congressman could not be here tonight. He would have liked to and for those
of you who may or may not know, he represents Oregon’s Third Congressional
District in Congress. He did ask me to come and read a statement, very brief:
I strongly urge Secretary of Energy Federico Pefia to fight against restarting
the Fast Flux Test Facility at the Hanford Nuclear Reservation.
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Like many Oregonians, I have been pleased by the shift in Hanford’'s mission

from nuclear weapons production to environmental cleanup. The deactivation

and transition of FFTF to a safe and stable condition has been a critical
component of the shift and has an enormously positive effect on our region’s
environment and economy. At a time when the Department of Energy has finaily
admitted that radioactive waste from Hanford is moving towards the Columbia
River, the very lifeblood of the Pacific Northwest, I find it incredible that
we were even considering taking action that is not directly cleanup related.
Now is not the time to turn back the clock on progress that we’ve made; rather
I urge the Department of Energy to redouble its efforts to strengthen and
focus on Hanford’s cleanup mission.

It’s disconcerting to me that scarce DOE funds, our environmental management
funds, may be subsidizing future tritium production at FFTF while critical
cleanup activities go unfunded. These funds are urgently needed for
protecting the Columbia River from Hanford’s already contaminated groundwater.
Reintroducing tritium production would be a dramatic step backwards for
Hanford’s cleanup mission, and I urge Secretary Pefia not to take that step.

Pat Serie: : ,

Thank you, to all of you, for those perspectives. As I mentioned, I want to
have an opportunity for questions of the speakers, primarily of a clarifying
nature, so we can move on to a very long list of public commentors and get
through that whole thing. So if anyone has a question that they would like

~clarification on before we proceed to comment. Oh, the other thing is, just

so we can, and I apologize for the incredible discomfort, we’re going to haul

those two graphics out in the hall, so if you guys can part waters just a tad

so we can get those out of here it would help just a 1ittle. Uh, yes sir?

Question #1 from audience: '

I have a gquestion for Roger Stanley. In the reality of cleanup at Hanford, as
it now stands, can it really be cleaned and made nuclear safe, ever? Yes or
no? : ' . -

Roger Stanley:
I doubt it.

Person asking Question #1:
Thank you. '

Question #2 from Paige lLeven:

You said that you were coming in carrying ... with an open mind and although
we haven’t heard everybody’s comments just yet, I think that the reaction to
Mary Lou’s comments gives her the clear picture of what we're dealing with, of
what you're running. We got so many people here they can’t even fit into the
room. What is it going to take? Of all else ... What kind of reaction is it
going to take? How many rooms are we going to have to overfill? How many
liars do you have to send? Give a structure for completion of what we need to
do to send you the message, that people do not want the TPA ... happen but we
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want ... the TPA to be upheld ... that we want the Department of Energy ...
What do we have to do?

Roger Stanley:

As you know, we have a total of four meetings scheduled. When we went through
the deliberations early on, on deletion of the milestones, or what to do with
the milestones, the three basic options we looked at were to pull them out now
because they were out of date (do we delete them); or to cross off the
delivery dates and write in "to be determined"; and the third option that we
looked at was frankly to do nothing, just kind of sit on it for a while. We
decided against the "cross off the delivery" dates and write in the "to be
determined” option because to us it was like having milestones that are moot
basically in the TPA; dead leaves on a live tree wouldn’t do us any good in
our view. We felt that deleting the milestones was the best option, at least
prior to public comment, because by deleting them we reflect the current
situation--the facility is not in deactivation anymore. We don’t bring into
guestion the overall integrity of the TPA by leaving enforceable milestones in
place, but not doing anything about them.

The third option, just ieaving the milestones alone, again not enforcing them
because the facility is not in deactivation anymore. We didn’t think that was
appropriate because the overall issue of the TPA issue at hand, as well as the
larger FFTF debate, is an important one that we felt needed to proceed and get
in front of the public. As we go through these four meetings, we’re going to
take comments on the TPA change request and then make a decision as to whether
or not to go ahead and delete them or modify. So we’re interested in your
views and your insights on that point.

Unidentified person:
Pat, 1 think this gentleman ...

Question #3 from audience:
I would 1ike to ask Mr. Hughes who says there’s no discharge ... Why does
Germany and other countries decide ... is not safe?

Pat Serie:

Did everyone hear the question? 0K, good. The question is why can this
operation be safe if Germany and other countries have decided that this type
of reactor is not safe?

Ernie Hughes: : ,
I'mnot ... I'm not ... familiar in detail with the ... EBR-2 that’s now shut
down because there was no future for the mission, It was shut down over the
past two to three years. I'm not familiar with the German situation. I know
that, well I, we’ve concentrated on our own. There are people who are and I
personally am not. The Department of Energy, we certainly have people who are
in our .international section that spend a lot of time understanding other
people’s problems and trying to avoid them on our own. But as far as FFTF is
concerned, FFTF had a ten-year operating record with an exceilent safety
record. I don’t think its safety has ever been truly challenged. We do not,
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as I mentioned before, discharge effluents. Now the sodium reactor and I'm
just going to take one second. The difference between major safety difference

between the sodium-cooled reactor and a light water reactor is the pressure.

Light water reactors, to keep a water in a liquid state, you have to

. pressurize them enormously. They run at about 2,250 pounds pressure within

the primary system and maintain the water in a Tiquid state so you get this
enormous pressure bottled up, along with the 800 odd degrees fahrenheit of
heat. In a Tliquid sodium reactor, because sodium doesn’t melt until about 208
degrees and boils not until over 1,600 degrees, you can operate a sodium
reactor in the 900 degree fahrenheit range with no pressure. So our reactor
operates virtually at atmospheric -pressure and that’s a major safety
difference.

But what I had said before was that it had to do with the discharge. We do
not discharge, particularly into the Columbia, which I know is of great
concern to everybody, nor do we discharge to the ground.

Question from audience:
Inaudible

Ernie Hughes:
There’s no discharge of the sodium and the radloact1ve Tiquids are contained.

Inaudible |
1

Pat Serie: _ '

Slow down here. Remember we’re trying to get to the public comment period on
the subject at hand and so that was a perfectly fair question. Gerry would
like to add a little something to that answer and we need to take the next
couple of questions and get ready to move on to public comment, p]ease.

Gerald Pollet: : ()()23
There are a couple of th1ngs that Mr Hughes is leaving out First off, what ;3()77
they don’t want you to know about is this isn’t just about running the

reactor. In order to run the reactor, they have to bring in that 33 metric

tons of weapons-grade plutonium and run an incredibly risky and dirty process

to turn that into the fuel for the reactor, which would be done at Hanford.

And the waste generated would double the annual amount of transuranic waste
generated at Hanford; 200 percent increase in the hazardous transuranic

wastes. It would increase a whole slew of chemical discharges and there is no
answer as to where the heck it would go. And it would all have to be paid for
out of the Hanford cleanup budget, which the Department of Energy in its

~wisdom and commitment to cleanup, has said is capped at current levels in

their ten-year plan without even an inflation increase.

Mr. Hughes also talks about safety. As long as he’s going to talk about
safety, let’s talk about the Department of Energy’s own documents. We're
gonna hear a lot about this, to run on an untested high-level of piutonium
necessary to produce tritium for bombs. Never before tested, 40 percent
weapons-grade plutonium in the core without, according to their own Defense
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program, without any time in their schedule to run the safety analyses and
tests to ensure safety is what the Defense program and its JASON report had to
say: "The peak temperature in the fuel elements will.be close to the melting
point at full power. The peak temperature cannot be predicted accurately.

The Tithium could melt and be swept out of the core resulting in a rapid rise
of reactivity and possible prompt criticality. No time is provided in the
schedule to accommodate any safety testing or modifications required by test
results.”

The bottom 1ine here is this: 1if they can’t start this sucker up in five
years, they lose their justification for it. So it’s safety be damned.

Mr. Hughes has been resisting FOIA requests for safety jnformation. Turns out
they’ve stamped Secret on documents about dose estimates from tritium releases
in the past at FFTF and its fuel fabrication facilities. And now, Mr. Hughes
stood up here in his opening statement and said this isn’t about restart? But
let me read to you from their own document: "There will have to be a
concerted effort to minimize the total time required to complete the
regulatory process."

Both DOE organizations reports imply that the initial tritium production is
possible in four to five years including all paperwork and renegotiating the
agreement on FFTF shutdown among EPA, DOE, and the State of Washington, the
Tri-Party Agreement. Folks, this is it. This is the first and only major
external legal hurdle between restart and this man and his program. The
Tri-Party Agreement is the only external legal hurdle they face. The [
Department of Ecology folks did not know about these documents that said ‘this
was their major external legal hurdle and they needed to delete it as step one
towards restart when they negotiated this. And if it was up to the program
people, none of us would know.

Pat Serie: ‘
Thank you. OK. We’re going to take two more questions and then we’re going
to move into comments. OK? And the questions we have? Don? Sir, right here
in the front row.

Question #4 from audience:

Mr. Stanley, it sounds to me Tike that you re saying that any time we can’t

afford the Tri-Party Agreement, that we’re going to roll over and play dead.

If you're going to delete these milestones just because you think you're not
going to use them and can’t enforce it. If you can’t enforce this milestone
then does that mean the rest of the Tri-Party Agreement is meaningless also?

Roger Stanley:
No, it certainiy is not. The fact of the matter is that the FFTF is no longer
in deactivation. The Secretary of Energy halted deactivation. What we, what

we ...

Question from audience:
Why don’t we take some Tegal action against that?
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Roger Stanley: '
Because we don’t have the grounds to do that. The Secretary of Energy
operated within her legal authority when she halted deactivation.

‘Gerald Pollet: : 00220 4

She did not have legal authority to break her prenup agreement, Roger. And
she can’t decide upilaterally; you have to stop them from unilaterally ripping
up portions of the agreement from ... time before. This is no different from
any other milestone. The signed document and committed to shutting the
reactor down on a timeline. The major reason for doing so was it was sucking
up Hanford’s cleanup money and they promised to meet the timeline so that
those funds could go to higher priority environmental management activities.
That’s a quote from the agreement that we negotiated in ‘95 and the ink is
barely dry, and they are sucking up the cleanup dollars, and they unilaterally
decided. The Secretary of Energy had no legal authority to rip out part of
your agreement and it’s really what is happening here is that ...

Unidentified person:
Up to you.

Pat Serie:

OK. Listen we've got by my count, several hundred people here. We have four
pages of people who have signed up according to the agenda and rules to
provide pub]1c comment and we need to capture that public comment on the
record. . This will be our last question. ,

Question #5 from audience:
... 1f they were to bring 33 tons of plutonium here, isn’t that about 2/3 of
all the plutonium there is ... volume at Hanford?

Gerald Pollet: ()();323 R
You bet. Right now, ... most of the weapons-grade plutonium that isn’t going 07
to be any active stockpile will end up in your backyard after being on our

roads during ice storms and maybe it’11 sit at Hanford. And guess who’s

paying for it to sit at Hanford? The current practice is the best predictor

of future actjvity. Now ... Fox said these criteria ... by current resources

or efforts from Hanford cleanup but as we speak, at Hanford the plutonium, the
weapons-grade plutonium that’s there right now, is being stored at cost, not

to the weapons program, which refuses to let Roger and Mike Wilson from

Ecology regulate it by the way, but is being stored at cost to the Hanford

cleanup budget at a cost of 40 million a year. That would pay to empty all

the single-shell tanks of pumpable liquids before they leak this year, which

the Department of Energy also claims they don’t have the money to do, in

viotation of the Hanford cleanup agreement. So if current practice is the

best predictor, the Hanford cleanup budget will probably suck up a 100 miilion

dollar loss to store the plutonium. We haven’t even talked about the
high-level nuclear waste that it will create yet.
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Pat Serie: : _

When it’s your turn to give your position you may do that in ... ten minutes.
Thank you. Our first public commentor tonight is state Senator Kate Brown ...
there you are. This mic will be just fine or feel free to use this one up
here if you want to get ... either way ...

Kate Brown: 002212
I can at least see over this one if I move it. I can’t even do it. Thanks.

Thank you. Good evening. Thank you very much for the opportunity to be here
tonight. I’m state Senator Kate Brown. I represent Senate District Seven and

I'm here today to express my grave concerns with any plan to reserve the FFTF,
rather than disassembling as planned. This year the Oregon legislature passed

a resolution declaring the state’s unalterable opposition to using Hanford for
operations that create more contamination, divert scarce resources from

cleanup, or make the cleanup more difficult.

For those of you who are not familiar with the Oregon legislature, it is
controlled, both Houses, by Republicans, and is not characterized by its great
Tiberality. And the vote in the Oregon State House was 53 to 3, and the
Oregon State Senate (of which I serve) it was 28 to 1. The process of using
plutonium to fuel reactors or to make bombs is a dangerous and unacceptable
diversion from the only reasonable course of action: continue disassembly and
cleanup. The current level of contamination at Hanford threatens the health
and safety of the region’s environment and every single one of its citizens,
including many of us Oregonians. Any action, including revising the TPA, that
might dilute the Department of Energy’s efforts to strengthen and focus the
Hanford cleanup mission must be stopped. Using the FFT threatens the cleanup
effort and brings new risks of contamination. Those risks to Oregon and to
the entire Northwest are absolutely and completely unacceptable. Thank you.

Unidentified person:
Frank Shields here? There he is ...

Frank Shields: 02213

Thank you for the opportunity for coming this evening. Kate has just sha#gh
what I shared with a group that was here, what last summer? Say in June? 1
guess it was. It was right after the legislature, so you’re right, it had to
be in July, and I basically shared at that time the quotes that I have from
House Bil1l 3640. The only thing I think I can add to what she said is that in
the Tegislature you get a true (I think) representation of the feelings of
Oregonians who are not the experts. 1 mean you’ve heard expert testimony this
evening. You’ve heard prophetic words from Senator Hatfield and really
profound stuff from a lot of other people. But the legisiature is a body of
90 people, most of whom are all caught up in funding education, and you know
their interest in land use planning and a 1ot of other issues. But to get
those 90 people as focused as they were on this resolution makes one hell of a
statement from the State of Oregon. I mean, we never agreed on anything.

1’11 take my crack at Kate here, especially over in the Senate.
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But my point is for all that are after testimony, you need to hear from those
people who come from 1ittle towns; I mean state representatives and state
senators all over this state. They’re not the experts, but boy, they have a
feeling of the pulse of their districts and I think they spoke very well for
the three million people in the State of Oregon.

Pat Serie: :

Thank you Representat1ve Shields. OK. What I'm going to do is give the name
of the next person up and the two people in the bull pen, if you will. Feel
free to come up and use this podium and this mic or to be there in the aisle.
As I mentioned, if you’'re representing an organization, please state that and
please 1imit yourself to under five minutes; individuals we would 1ike to ask
for three minutes because, like I said, we do have four pages. Dave Johnson
is the next person who signed up, followed by Rochelle Giddings and

William Giddings. Mr. Johnson.

Dave Johnson: - : 002214

Hi. My name is Dave Johnson and to give you a little background, quick, I
only have three minutes here. In 1960, I was a fledgling physicist and I went
to work for Hanford and I eventually wound up doing measurements. There were
eight operating reactors there producing plutonium for nuclear weapons and I
did measurements on the reactors, including N Reactor, wrote the final
document on mock-up experiments on N Reactor before it was put into
production. I left there and went to graduate school at the University of
Washington, got a Ph.D. in nuclear physics. Went back to Hanford in 1974! 1
worked in the core physics group on the FFTF reactor, working for Westinghouse
Hanford. I did, oh, analysis of safety issues, calculations of reactor
startup, preparations for measurements of neutronics environment in the
reactor core during initial operation. Then I left that project and went on
to other things in Westinghouse.

That was a long time ago. .I'm now retired and I have no financial dependence
on either nuclear industry or environmental groups. My opinions are my own.

I want to focus mainly on safety issues and fuel performance issues about the
FFTF reactor. That’s where I have some knowledge, although I have strong
feelings about producing more nuclear waste. The changes that are proposed in
the FFTF reactor are very significant. It’s a fast reactor, meant to produce
something that tritium would be produced mainly, more efficiently than a
thermal reactor. Apples and oranges; it’s a very significant change here.
The FFTF,. as it’s been designed and operated, I believe has been safe. Being
on the inside, I know that insiders believe that safety is an important
concern. They’ve done everything that they can and 1 think would 1ikely be
operated safely in the future given enough money and time. Unfortunately, I
think that there’s a certain amount of gamesmanship that goes on; to propose
something that is underfunded and hope that you can get it and keep it
running. Because of the significant modifications that are proposed for the
reactor, there are significant safety issues that have to be dealt with.
Highly enriched fuel has never been tested; it has to be tested to make sure
that you can pull it out and operate safely. 1 can’t get into the details of
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those; I don’t know all of the details or issues because I haven’t seen all
thevdocumentations.

Many of the things that are safety issues wi11‘have to be tested in the FFTF.

It was designed as a test reactor and so that’s not outside its mission. But
you don’t start out fully with a change. You might start a few fuel elements,
then radiate them for a year or so, pull them out, make measurements. That.
takes a couple of years before you know the results. So I’m saying that the
measurements that would be required will take much longer than are currently
predicted and partly it is because the infrastructure in the nuclear

‘engineering business is pretty well gone nowadays. A lot of the design work

that went into the FFTF, which was designed about 25 years ago, is not
available anymore. EBR-2 is shut down. Some of the test facilities at
Argonne National Lab are shut down. It’s not there anymore.

When I started at Hanford, I was 23 years old and I was naive.  Basically I
wanted a job with a good future and I Tike many Americans at that time, feit
that security of the United States was partly dependent on producing nuclear
weapons. I’m now 59 years old and I no longer believe that the security of
the U.S. depends on production of tritium for nuclear weapons. And I
challenge the Department of Energy to justify the need for more tritium.
Technically, the FFTF is the poorest of three candidates for production of
tritium. In my opinion the accelerator production of tritium is by far the
best. I have significant experience in both reactors and accelerators. I've
written technical documents on both, including accelerated production of |
tritium. I believe the use of FFTF for tritium production is an extremely’
poor use of taxpayer money and I propose keeping the TPA Agreements as they
are for FFTF.

Pat Serie:
Thank you, Mr. Johnson. Rochelle Giddings. What I might ask you to do is te
sort of getvready either at the side so we can move right along.

Rochelle Giddings: . . 002215
I'm from Tacoma, Washington. I came down here because I am a downwinder. I
lived in Pasco from 1946 early until 1954, when I graduated from high school.
And my brother is eight years younger than I am, my sister is four years
older, and my mother lost a baby while we Tived in Pasco and we don’t know why
that was. Her other three babies were all born, not in Pasco.

The Washington State DOE is being jerked around by the U.S. Department of
Energy and where is the EPA?. The people of the Northwest are counting on the
Washington Department of Ecology to be our voice to clean up the Hanford mess.
Some of our knowledgeable elected officials who had a memory of the TPA are no
Jonger in office: Don Bonker, Mike Lowry, and a good Senator named

Al Williams, who I worked for when I was getting my degree at PLU. We need to
keep on track toward cleanup. We should put the FFTF back on its shutdown
schedule. It is an old reactor now and we should be decommissioning it for at
Jeast safety reasons, if not for health reasons. Eventually, all of us that
are downwinders will die. It’s up to us now to do the work that needs to be
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done. We know cleanup is relative, but at teast we can stop adding to the
problem. Just because the agreement has been broken does not mean we throw
out the mission. Don’t let the TPA get picked apart. The FFTF must stay in
it and be shut down for good. The U.S. Department of Energy should pay back
the State of Washington the wasted cleanup dollars.

Pat Serie: :

I hear that this mic is not functioning well for the people in the back room.
Is that correct? Dennis, is there a way that we can move one of these over
here? Does this work if I speak right into it? OK. One more second. After
Gerry Pollet will be, Greg Kafoury?

William Giddings: - 00
I'm William Giddings, also from Tacoma, Washington. We carpooled. 1I’d like 2216

to talk a bit about public trust. In 1976, the voters of the State of
Washington passed a Nuclear Safeguards Initiative after much hard work by many
of us. But to no affect because the federal government had preempted our
right to protect ourselves. And so I personally was very much encouraged by
the existence of a Tri-Party Agreement, where the State Department of Ecology,
whom I always believed and still believe, is in our corner, was one of the
three parties. Recognizing, of course, that one party is more equal than the
other:two. Now by a decision initiated, I just heard tonight, by a commercial
enterprise, through the Secretary of Energy to make impossible the fulfillment
of that agreement, much as I appreciate the efforts to justify, delete it if
you can’t meet it. I'm afraid that the history has been such that I do not
share the confidence that if you take this out that we will simply put it back
after reasonable negotiating period. If we could trust promises then why do
we need to take any action to change the Tri-Party Agreement at all?

Pat Serie: ‘ - |
OK, good. Thank you so far for.being so succinct and actually getting some
focus on the TPA milestone. Tom Carpenter is going to take Gerry Pollet’s
place, switch places. After Tom, we will have Greg Kafoury and Robin Klein.

Tom Carpenter: o _ . | 00221+

Government Accountability Project provides pro bono legal counseling and
support for concerned employees, whistieblowers, at places 1ike the Hanford
Site. We’ve done so for many years now. We are based in Washington, D.C.; we
also have an office in Seattle, which is where I am from, and we have been
there since 1992, mostly to further our commitment to exposing and addressing
environmental, safety, and health deficiencies and abuses at the Hanford
nuclear weapons reservation. We also represent, or have represented, DOE and
DOE contractor whistleblowers at various other sites nationally. Most of our
Hanford whistleblowers worked or have worked in the high-level nuclear waste
operations, where they faced the production era’s legacy of inferior waste
disposal practices. Radioactive waste was buried in tanks at the Hanford Site
in trenches, ditches, and dumped almost directly in the Columbia R1ver

Sixty-seven million gallons of the waste is stored in 177 underground tanks.
A third of these tanks are known to be leaking radioactive and chemical toxic
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solutions to the ground, and as we have been saying for years and has been
recently acknowledged by the Department of Energy, this waste is now in the
groundwater and heading toward the Columbia River and, therefore, to Portland

~ eventually.

The reason I bring up these cases is they illustrate the unrelenting efforts
of some Hanford managers to remove essential resources from conscientious
employees and to reassigned or terminate qualified personnel who refused to
remain silent on the mismanagement of the Hanford tank cleanup program. This
situation is especially grave when at issue is the irreversible contamination
of groundwater and Columbia River. The individuals responsible for
suppressing the problems associated with the leaking high-ievel nuclear waste
and mischaracterizing the nature of them, will soon be in charge of deciding
how the final disposition of the waste will be conducted. This history is
important in the context of our comments because there could be no doubt that
Hanford has earned the distinction of being labeled the most contaminated
facility in the United States, largely due to mismanagement, misplaced
priorities, poor science, and an unremitting disregard for the health and
safety of the Hanford workers and the public.

Even with the end of the production mission at Hanford in 1992, what we call
the reign of error at Hanford has continued. The cleanup at Hanford is bogged
down in the same political intrigue, mismanagement, that has plagued the
production mission. The result is that despite the commitment of over nine
billion dollars by the U.S. taxpayers, Hanford has made little discernable
progress of cleaning up the worst of contamination. And yet it is now, when
the cleanup budget has been drastically reduced, resulting in unacceptable
cutbacks of the safe maintenance and operation of tank waste, that Hanford
clamors for a new production mission.

Against this back drop of hopeless mismanagement and staggering radiological
pollution, it is the height of folly to suggest that the State of Washington
accede to the demands of the U.S. Department of Energy to delete the
decommissioning and cleanup of the FFTF reactor in the cleanup agreement. An .
internal review of ‘the technical basis for the FFTF restart proposal by the
Department of Energy concluded: No engineer-would propose a fast reactor to
make tritium from 1ithium, which is a thermal neutron absorber, and modifying
a test reactor to the strength capacity as a production machine; and it places
the plant at risk. This is the Department of Energy’s own scientists saying
this is not a safe plant. Of major concern for turning a test reactor into a
production facility is that in order to produce enough tritium, justify -
restart, dangerously high and untested levels of plutonium (up to 50 percent),
must fuel the reactor. Plutonium is a hundred thousand times more radiocactive
than uranium, making an accident at this facility extremely hazardous of
course.

The DOE report stated that the standard calculation of the worst-case
scenario, known as what they called the bomb calculation, would have to be
done for this reactor because no calculations exist for such a high
concentration of plutonium. For postulated accidents, the DOE internal report
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notes that the particular design of FFTF can "trigger a very severe accident."
The DOE further noted that high production levels necessary to make the FFTF
financially viable "may reduce the controllability of the reactor” and I quote .
"the safety risk increased almost literally with tritium production rates.”

Another expert analysis of the FFTF restart proposal made the following
comment on the plutonium rich fuel: "The reactor contains 1400 kilograms of
weapons-grade plutonium and a compact configuration close to prompt
criticality." Deletion of the FFTF milestone for the TPA helps pave the way
for the DOE to restart FFTF for the production of tritium.

In 1992, former President Bush made a solemn promise that as the nation
celebrated the end of the cold war and sought to redefine its relationship to
the world, so too, must Hanford redefine its mission. President Bush vowed
that there would be no further weapons material production at the Hanford
Site. He proposed that instead Hanford should serve as a laboratory, apply
the same creativity and innovation to cleanup that it had applied to )
production. This is no small task. DOE’s consideration of FFTF for
restocking the nation’s tritium supply would only serve as an interim measure
until a primary source could be established, either through the building of an
accelerator or the conversion of a commercial plant. This fact cast further
doubt on the wisdom of restarting this facility given the potential dangers
associated with the deadly waste which will be generated. The switch from
cleanup to a new military mission, the transportation of weapons-grade
plutonium on our highways, will increase risks of the already threatened {
Columbia River’s ecosystem, and the diversion of cleanup dollars. Thank you.

‘Pat Serie:

Tom, so that we can get it into the records. Tom, you were representing the
Government Accountability Project? Correct? OK, good. A1l right. We have
Greg Kafoury, then Robin Klein, and Michael Honke. Greg, are you representing
Hanford Action organization? -

Greg Kafoury: 002218
Greg Kafoury; 1’m with Don’t Waste Oregon. Brothers and sisters. How long
has it been? How many struggles have we fought together? Everywhere I look,
I see heroes of mine; people who have been in the trenches, on the barricades,
at the voting booths. A1l the battles that we’ve won. You know that they
wanted to put 20 nuclear plants in the Willamette Valley. Remember those
days? The last one they’ve got in the Northwest is hanging on by its
fingernails at Hanford and stiil they come with these crackpot proposals.
Every study tells us that we would be safer with no nuclear weapons in this
world and yet what are we doing? We are cranking back up again. You Know we
used to have a debate about whether or not the nuclear industry, the arms
industries, were ideologically driven or money driven. I think that’s been
answered now, hasn’t it? '

Our enemies have disappeared. We now try to blow up tin-pot dictators,

integrate enemies to justify our arms spending; but does anybody buy it? This
empire, the nuclear empire, has been driven by money and secrecy and lack of
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accountability. Whenever we had anything remotely approaching a fair fight,
we in the Northwest won it, didn’t we? Didn’t we? And now what are they
doing? They federalize it, even further remove it, further and further away
from us. And now they Tet us talk, but they’re not listening. So what is our
handle? What is our mechanism? What do they care about, even more than they
care about the coddling and nurturing of the nuclear empire? And the answer
js: this administration cares about the promotion of one Albert Gore.

Now as I look out here, I remember what Ralph Nader said. He said, "One
committed activist is worth ten thousand, 20 thousand votes." And we got 500
of ya here. Can we send a message to the real decision-makers in this? In
the Clinton Administration that says Al, we’re gonna be watching; we’re gonna
be paying attention; we’re not gonna forget; we’re gonna see what this
administration does to us here. And when you come out here looking for our
support, looking for a polite reception at least, remember us, because we']]
remember you Thank you.

Pat Serie:
Robin Klein, Michael Honke, and Chuck Johnson next.

Robin Klein: | R 002219

Hi. My name is Robin Klein. I’'m with Hanford Action of Oregon. How is it
that we are here today facing the proposed startup of a nuclear reactor in our
region? And of all places at Hanford? We were assured for years that the
only mission at Hanford would be cleanup and that ... g

Robin Klein:
... which would be close to the melting point at full power and that the 002219
reactor would contain 1400 kilograms of weapons-grade plutonium in a compact
configuration close to prompt criticality. Never mind that FFTF is an

advanced liquid-metal test reactor and that liquid-metal reactors have shown

to be especially dangerous, and that our nation has abandoned its liquid-metal

‘breeder reactor program. One such European reactor had to be shut down for

severe safety problems and Japan’s Monju Reactor had a partial meltdown that
rendered that facility unusable.

Never mind in the event of an accidental release, and there have been some at
this facility in the past, the high concentrations of plutonium that would be
used in this reactor would result in higher doses and higher numbers of deaths
and cancers than from a similar release from a conventional nuclear power
plant because of the high toxicity of plutonium. Never mind that we are
wasting precious cleanup monéy by haiting or delaying its closure; money that
could and should be used to protect the Columbia and those of us living
downriver from the volumes of dangerous waste that are making their way there.

The 32 million dollars a year that -is wasted on this unwanted endeavor

represents a fifth of the entire environmental restoration budget at Hanford.
Never mind that highly dangerous weapons plutonium would be shipped in from
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all around the country (across Oregon) en route to Hanford, or that such
shipments not only pose risks to the public, but that the state has
established a policy that would prohibit the import of such materials. Is
anyone paying attention to these policies? And never mind that FFTF and its
fuel fabrications sister plant (FMEF) would produce so much waste each year.
For more than 20 years, FFTF and FMEF would produce half of all the Tow-level
waste and more than double the transuranic waste that would otherwise be
generated at Hanford. Airborne plutonium would also be generated in trace
amounts, but given the long half-life of plutonium and the cumulative harmful
effects on humans, that would be unacceptable.

Never mind that enormous amounts of dangerous radiocactive and toxic wastes
have already leaked and now threaten the Columbia River and the health of
those downriver. And that there is no safe place to route new high-level
waste streams that would be generated, likely destined for the infamous and
dangerous waste storage tanks. Never mind that the facilities would run for

20 to 30 years and would not be good for much of anything afterwards,

including the manufacture of medical isotopes; or that FFTF is a one of a kind
facility that has never been demonstrated capable or safe for such tritium
production; or that FFTF, the breeder reactor, would do nothing for reducing
the stores of weapons plutonium, but will actually increase risk of
proliferations throughout the process. '

Never mind all that. But because of all that, and besides all that, the
people of this region want this facility shut down once and for all. Is {
anyone listening at DOE? This message is noit new. Oregon Governor

John Kitzhaber has now issued as you know a second plea to close down FFTF.
Indeed the entire State of Oregon is poised against any proposal to start a
reactor, especially FFTF at Hanford. Oregon legislators, as you’ve heard,

both Democrat and Republican voted nearly unanimously last year for a b111
that implored the President and U.S. DOE to refrain from any new
waste-producing activities at Hanford. The U.S. Congressional delegation from
Oregon has called for immediate shutdown of the FFTF in recognition of the
Oregon Memorial Bill. Senator Wyden and Congresswoman Furse are about to take
a lead and fight FFTF in Congress. And it is arguable indeed that Oregon’s
opinion should perhaps count most of all. After all, Oregon, unlike
Washington, has most of its population and its largest city downriver from
Hanford.

Secretary Pefia, if public comments mean anything, then you will not allow this
facility to be considered for anything other than an expedient and safe
closure. Thank you.

Pat Serie:
Robin, for the record, you were representing Hanford Action of Oregon,
correct? OK. Come up to the microphone. After Michael, Chuck Johnson, and

Lloyd Marbet.
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Michael Honke: 002220

My name’s Michael Honke. I represent Hanford Action, and I'm just amazed at
not only the turnout, but the articulate, relevant statements that have been
made tonight. I feel blessed that I can come up here and say, I crossed my

- speech out, it’s all been said. Just about. I think that I‘d Tike to

approach maybe more philosophically and address the nuclear industry
generally, maybe industry generally, but I think it’s pretty relevant to FFT

today.

It's no mystery to all of us sitting here that the nuclear industries do not
possess the ethics or the philosophy to operate activities where the potential
for human harm is so great Based on the history of Hanford, based on the
track record of industry wherever it impacts human health, I think we can say
this is true. The axiom that I’ve gotten out of years of studying the track
history of Hanford and then using that as a template to understand how
industry operates in general in these areas, is that when activities of a
government-or an industry impacts or threatens to.impact health, environment,
and economic interests of the greater public, more than often, whether it’s
because of profit, political power, or desire to avoid responsibility for some
harm done, government industry will lie, conspire, fail to disclose
information critical to the public (big revelation here, I know), engage in
criminal acts, coverups, fraud, harassments of those who opposed the
government and industry relationship, falsification of documents relative to
public interest, they will manipulate science, they will protect incompetence,
and in general and at the very least, abuse public trust. o

I think it’s a basic idea of business as usual and my basic phrase tonight is
that in spite of the claims that we are now moving toward a new era, obviously
all of us know that it is business as usual right up to the gates still. My
concern mostly right now is that the paradigm the industry has now about low
dose radiation should be something we should be considering and if this
industry does not change that paradigm, they can never be considered stewards
of this technology, ever, ever. They say that, no they’ve changed, we're
beatung swords into plow sharers, but FFTF c]ear1y represents a change in this
mission. :

How can we let an industry back in the driver’s seat when they’ve left a
legacy of minimizing the claims of downwinders, harassing whistieblowers who
many times, not just a threat of their livelihood, but their lives, have come
out to say, hey wait a minute; we think there’s something wrong with this.
How can we entrust these individuals to make decisions that affect so many of
our lives when all they’ve done is manipulate science and studies. And the
gentleman got up here earlier and he said it perfectly, "gamesmanship".
That’s the message I want to underscore is this gamesmanship that industry
employs whenever there’s an issue of human health and environment.

What I would like to say to the individuals sitting on the panel here is I
really am glad I’m not in your shoes, because you must be sitting there-in
kind of a rock and a hard space. I mean you must have some potent political
and economic interests that you’re dealing with, but I really 1like that
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Greg Kafoury brought that up; it is economic interest that drives this. They
no ionger debate about ideology, that’s absolutely right. So with economic
interests and gamesmanship and a disregard of the alternative science view of
low dose, bad mix for anything nuclear at any point that I can perceive.

Hanford is a sore on the Northwest; it’s a deep wound. And there’s a lot of

- people who feel that they’ve paid with their Tives and the lives of their

family members, and I can’t imagine how anyone could really look at this
logically and reasonably and rationally and say we’re gonna dump salt in it,

Pat Serie: _

Chuck, we heard you, but we’re going to give you the early slot. Then we have
Lloyd Marbet and Bill Mead; and then after that, Gerry Pollet.

Chuck Johnson: .

My name’s Chuck Johnson. I'm from Salem, Oregon, and I’m here representing ();3;3;33~
Hanford Action of Oregon and also Oregon Peace Works. 1I’d T1ike to start by
saying that it shouldn’t even be necessary for us to be here today opposing
this proposal. Nevertheless, I commend everyone for showing up, once more.
Oregonians have come to a consensus about Hanford. It is that the only focus
of work at Hanford must be cleanup. No new waste-producing activities should
be allowed until the cleanup has been completed. It is from this consensus
that we oppose the restart of the FFTF breeder reactor.

Here in Oregon we need to send a message to Washington state. Stop putting us
all at risk for a few jobs, or a few votes, or a few campaign bucks from the
Tri-Cities area. 1If it’s jobs you want, let’s work together to retain and:

increase our budget for cleanup. With your persistence in creating a bigger

mess at Hanford, you’'re dividing us and making us less effective in getting
the money we desperately need to stabilize and clean up the waste.

Virtually all of the sodium-cooled reactors in the world have not worked or
have been canceled before they were completed. Fermi-1 in the United States
had a meltdown the first day of its operation and never ran it again. Germany
canceled their breeder program; Britain never built a breeder; France built
two breeders: the Phoenix and the Super Phoenix. Neither of them worked.
They both suffered melting and the new French government just finally closed
the door on Super Phoenix, so the French no Tonger have a breeder program.
Robin just talked about Monju, the great big Japanese breeder that they built
that melted down and they can’t operate any more.

These things don’t work. FFTF began as a test reactor. It was built in 1980,
completed in 1980, was designed to conduct experiments on a small scale to
prepare for the opening of the Clinch River Breeder Reactor. That reactor had
already been canceled at that point by Jimmy Carter, who we must remember at
the time was a very pronuclear power President and a veteran of the nuclear
navy. This was not an antinuclear President, but he closed down the Clinch
River Breeder Reactor which was our attempt to try breeder technology on a -
large scale. '
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So to use this failed technology for any mission at all is idiotic. And I
want to bring up one more point here about just the political reality of this
whole project. It’s been stated that there are three different ways that have
been proposed to produce tritium and of course many people question whether or
not it was even worthwhile to do if, or even necessary, but this was the least
favorable of the three and I just want to read from the--and politically,
that’s even recognized in Congress. This is from the Congressional Record,
Conference Report on HR 1119, the National Defense Authorization Act for
Fiscal Year 1998. This was the Defense Authorization Act that was passed by
Congress this last year.

Limitations of availability of funds: The Secretary may not obligate or
expend any funds authorized to be appropriated or otherwise made available for
the Department of Energy by this act for the purpose of evaluating or
utilizing any technology for the production of tritium other than a commercial
1ight water reactor, or an accelerator, until the later of January 31, 1999,
or the date that is 30 days after the date on which the Secretary makes a
final decision on whether or noi to continue this reactor, this FFTF reactor.
So even Congress, which obviously wants to produce tritium, sees this as the
least favorable option. '

Why are we beating this dead horse? Why are we trying to force this thing to
happen? We should be working together, Washington and Oregon, to get Hanford
cleaned up instead of screwing around with these stupid ideas that are being
put forth by the Hanford businesses that are making money on these
technologies. Thank you very much. '

Pat Serie:

OK. We have Lloyd Marbet, Bill Mead, and then Gerry Pollet.

Lioyd Marbet: 002222

~ It’s impressive and it’s an honor to stand in a room with so many caring

people and I thank you for the opportunity to do that. My name is Lloyd
Marbet and I am here representing myself, Don’t Waste Oregon, and most of all
Hanford Action of Oregon, and I could name a few other organizations if you
need them. Actually, I intend to go for the five.

As.many of you know, I have been a long-time anti-nuclear activist. In fact,
it’s been so long that I remember when being anti-nuclear was considered
synonymous with being anti-establishment. Now I am almost dazed and feeling a
1ittle 1ike Rip Van Winkle waking up to find testimony from Congressional
representatives and establishment newspapers like the Oregon Business Journal
writing editorials like liars, clearly establishing our government’s trail of
Ties. I don’t know how many of you have read this editorial. I came here
this evening intending to read this -editorial but I find, that Tike the way
most government hearings are going now, we have three or five minutes to speak
and Hanford has forever. And I think it’s really outrageous that we find
ourselves as citizens in this kind of dilemma continually, in which we come to
articulate our concerns and our representatives, who are supposed to act as
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- our servants, treat us like we are children to be let out as soon as we can

vent our steam.

So I won’t read the editorial. 1 did bring some copies and I'm more than
willing to share it with some of you. But I wanted to share with you
something else that it reminded me of, which I once saw on a men’s room wall
at Reed College, of all places. Remember, remember Paul Simon wrote a song
called "Sounds of Silence," in which he said: the words of the prophets are
written on the subway wall. I just happened to see my prophets. There were
apparently several of them that wrote this on Reed College’s men’s room wall .
and this is-what they had to say: first they tell you you’re wrong and they
can prove it; then they tell you you’'re right, but it doesn’t matter; then
they tell you it matters, but they’ve known it all along; when they tell you
that they’ve known it all along, it’s too late.

I believe, like you, that it’s too late to invent another nuclear
waste-producing mission at Hanford. I believe it’s too late, like you, to
prop up the production of nuclear weapons in the face of a world desiring to
transform itself into an affirmation of 1ife. What are we going to hear today
from the nuclear industry that we haven’t already heard before? What are we
going to tell our government that they haven’t also already heard before? How
many more times will we have to testify before we the people are finally
heard?

I have just this closing message to Secretary Pefia. Secretary Pefia, we sgy to
you: end this now; not tomorrow, not some day in the future, but now. And
please do this on behalf of our children, on behalf of our environment and '
Tife support systems, on behalf of our country and any integrity it might have
Teft in the future, and on behalf of ourselves.

Pat Serie: . |
We have Bil1l Mead, then Gerry Pollet, and Kristen Beifus?

Bi11 Mead: 002223

Hi. Can you hear me? OK. Can you hear me now? My name is Bill Mead. I'm
the Director of Public Safety Resources Agency. I’m also speaking for Hanford

. Action and I'm going for the full five minutes because I’'ve been timing this

and DOE got nine minutes and 43 seconds, and Department of Ecology got eight

-minutes and two seconds. So let’s hear it for the Oregonians here, we're

gonna go for it.

A1l right. 1 wanna tell you just a couple of things about the Department of
Energy and their history as far as health, safety, and security. I'm glad the
Department of Energy is here because they’11 Tearn something about the safety
of sodium-cooled reactors. There are some things that apparently you don’t °
know. The majority of the projects that I found on the Department of Energy

.are asinine from the standpoints of environmental health, safety, and

security. Second, they don’t follow their own established emergency
procedures when an industrial accident occurs. And three, and this is very
important, they have never completed a significant project on time or within
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their budget un1ess they change their rules or operating procedures to fudge
the books.

Now Hanford’s production operations endanger public health and safety. They
actually started their first weapons production reactor before the cooling
system was operational and they won’t even acknowledge the valid concerns we
raise about thejr ability to adequately protect their nuclear weapons products
from theft. If U.S. DOE were to adopt a theme song, I recommend Ravel’s

‘Bolero, because it captures the essence of an agency and a process that is

slow, ponderous, and is permanently off key with respect to the needs and
wishes of the majority of the citizens, not counting the three hour immigrants
who come in from the Tri-Cities, to speak on our time, and then go back to
their reservation.

Now December 7, 1987, Portland hosted a Congressional hearing about an
experimental bomb that U.S. DOE wanted to drop on us in the Northwest. They
wanted to convert WPPSS-1 to produce tritium and they wanted to do it by
increasing its fuel core by neariy 25 percent and raising the uranium fuels
enrichment level from the three percent normally used in commercial nuclear
reactors of that design, to increasing it up -to 93 percent, even though their
own internal peer review committee said that the configuration could produce a
low-yield nuclear explosion inside the reactor.

Now if you T1ike that, and many people out there did, you’re gonna love WPPSS
because what they want to do is salvage an experimental breeder reactor that
is cooled by molten sodium that explosively reacts to both air or water.’' This
reactor was designed in the 1960s, plus you’11 hear it is still the
state-of-the-art reactor technology. That it’s 1,120 megawatts smallier than
Trojan and that it only needs tweaked just a 1ittle bit in order to run
correctly.  Road apples. Even if that were possible from a safety aspect,
FFTF is too small to physically to keep up with the scheduled burnup of .
surplus plutonium and it’s cheaper to buy tritium from Canada’s Ontario Hydro
than it is to produce it at Fast Flux Test Facility.

Using either of those arguments to justify keeping FFTF online is as
ridiculous as U.S. DOE saying it built the WIPP repository in New Mexico to
bury all of our TRU waste, when the physical size of that repository could
only hold two percent of the nation’s volume of TRU waste. OK. You've
probably heard about Fermi-1 reactor. Chuck said something about it. Take
some notes over there, OK? It’s a Tiquid-metal breeder reactor. It was less
than half the size of FFTF and it was projected to cost 62 million dollars.
This sounds almost like a DOE script. It wound up costing 109 million to
build, and then had a catastrophic accident on October 5, 1966, that was so
serious that for nearly an entire month, the Atomic Energy Commission
considered trying to evacuate one and one-half million peoplie from

_Detro1t Michigan, 10cated 30 miles away from that reactor. Remember, half

the size of what we’re talking about here, 30 miles away from that population
center.
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The cause of that accident was a piece of metal about the size of a soup can’s
top--it floated through the reactor and eventually clogged the sodium coolant
loop, which then raised the reactor fuel’s temperature so rapidly that it
burst its cladding and puddled on the floor of the reactor’s core.

Unidentified person:

Inaudible

Bill Mead: " o 002223

0K. I'm just about there. That reactor was never repaired and is now
entombed in a guarded concrete shell just 1ike Chernobyl. Now what’s gonna
happen to the Northwest if a similar accident breaches FFTF, which is twice
the size of Fermi-1, and much nearer to population centers?

FFTF is a unique reactor. It’s the only operating reactor of its type in the
U.S. Yeah, we’re talking about salvaging it.. We don’t even salvage tires to
put on school buses, because we want our kids to be safe. Yet we’ve got an
entire cult running around here saying "let’s go play with the reactor.”
Yeah, yeah, yeah, up your breeder, uh huh. If this pipe dream goes through,
we're the ones who are going to get fast fluxed. So I suggest that we change
the name from FFTF to a more appropriate name BOHICA, which means Bend Over
Here It Comes Again.

I got a message for the Department of Energy, and I mean both D.C. and the
three hour immigrants that we occasionally see here. O0K? 1It’s time to shut
down FFTF, down cold, and put it in a crypt. We don’t need it, we don’t{want -

it, so BOHICA yourselves. Go stick this proposal right up there where the sun

don't shine,

Pat Serie: '
We have Gerry Pollet representing Heari of America, then Kristen Beifus and
Bi11 Bires will be next.

" Gerald Pollet: ' : ()();3;3i):>

Speaking for Heart of America Northwest, I’'m going to talk about the Tri-Party
Agreement and a T1ittle history. It is incredible to see again the faces in
this room of citizen activists who have.been here before, over and over and
over again, and which our children all owe a debt of gratitude. And I want to
thank you all because I think in ten years, in 20 years, your children, my
children will thank you for taking the time to come here tonight. We’ll still
be paying for it, so as I said, and you're right, we’re still paying for
WPPSS, and my guess is, we'll still be fighting proposals from people 1ike
Ernie Hughes and the FFTF Program Office to restart a reactor or another
nuclear weapons production facility at Hanford.

On December 22, the Department of Energy made available recently declassified
documents that show that throughout the 1980s the same people -at Hanford were
plotting behind closed doors to make tritium at FFTF and they just stamped
Classified and Secret on those documents. And now the contractor’s last hope,
out- of all the other facilities that the people in this room and similar rooms
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over the years have killed, their last hope is FFTF, until they come up with

~ another pipe dream. How many people came to the public hearings over the

years about their desire and dream to restart the Plutonium Finishing Plant in
the early 1990s to make weapons-grade plutonium? How many of you remember
those hearings? :

From approximately 1990 through 1994, the Department of Energy wanted to
restart the Plutonium Finishing Plant at Hanford to purify and make more
plutonium for the stockpile. Citizens stopped it eventually. The Department
of Energy through those years refused to agree to put Plutonium Finishing
Plant under the Tri-Party Agreement. They refused to acknowledge that the
potentially catastrophic materials in the plant were subject to dangerous
waste regulation by the State of Washington. They still don’t want to agree
to Tet the State of Washington regulate in that plant. Although when they
finally listened and promised that the plant would never start again, in
January of ‘94, then the State of Washington, at the same time FFTF was added
to the Hanford cleanup agreement, the Plutonium Finishing Plant was added.

The Department of Energy, despite having added the Plutonium Finishing Plant,
says that the plutonium residues mixed with explosive chemicals and sitting
there are not subject to state regulation. The end result of that was Jast
May an explosion, serious explosion, not nearly as potentially serious though
as the explosion that could happen in that plant; the explosion that we fear
would happen if they restarted it. That exp1osxon happened and despite the
fact that facility is now, quote, under the TPA, when it happened, the U/S.
Department of Energy did two things that scared the hell out of me when I

“hear, "Oh well, we’ll agree to have something about FFTF’s environmental

performance regu1ated by the state," cause they have no intention of agreeing
to that.

Bottom 1ine is, they did two things. One, despite the fact that the materials
exploded, they still deny that they were dangerous wastes subject to dangerous
waste regulation. Secondly, when the Department of Ecology’s inspectors the
next morning showed up to enter the plant, what did the Department of Energy
do? They closed the gates and denied them entry.

You delete FFTF, we will have no external regulation. They're not going to
agree unless we start right now and change the TPA to cover the plutonium, to
cover everything about that reactor, and every potential scenario. They will
never roll over and allow us to regulate it, they will not allow us to
regulate their spent nuclear fuel which is the most dangerous spent nuclear
fuel that will ever have been created in the United States probably.

The documents they put out here today, they don’t want you to know about it.
They don’t disclose that they’re going to have 66 metric tons of the most
deadly, unstable, spent nucliear fuel high-level nuclear waste ever created in
the nation because of its plutonium content. So what do we want? The
Department of Ecology needs to get its backbone .back up. We gotta put back
together the TPA, gotta put it back together, we gotta demand that instead of
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the program advocate coming to these meetings, that the higher ups with
decision-making authority get their butts here for BOHICA.

I don’t have faith in this man. Excuse me, but they said there are no
classified documents about FFTF. It turns out there’s 77 classified documents
about FFTF, including a document that U.S. DOE informed us today, they will
not give us any of the background safety information about, stamped Secret,
Classified, Restricted Data, that shows there were exposures from tritium due
to FFTF-related operations and its fuel supply that exceeded the maximum
permissible pubiic exposure for tritium. That the worker exposure
calculations also exceeded permissible levels, and guess what? They stamped .
it Secret. This wasn’t the stuff from the ‘40s and the '50s and the ‘60s.
This was in the 1980s, kept secret from you and me into the 1990s, and when
you ask for this stuff so you can have an informed discussion about regulation
of the FFTF reactor and its safety record today during this comment period,
Mr. Hughes and his project office has said you’l1 get it after the decision
making is a1l done. Thank you; maybe; possibly. Instead they sent us a box
of documents they knew we already had, and said, oh go home, but we’re not
giving you the stuff you want.

So what do we want? Instead of exempting FFTF from the TPA, let’s go back and
demand that the Tri-Party Agreement require the Department of Energy to repay
to the cleanup account 32 million dollars a year for each of the next three
years so that they repay the money they’ve been stealing from the cleanup
account. Take it out of his budget for the next three years. He’s takind it
out of the things you care about, including the things that protect our river,
and will save lives. Secondly, they’ve dropped the cleanup budget by 32

~million for ‘99, breaking their explicit promise in the Tri-Party Agreement as

it stands right now that they’ll reinvest those savings from the reactor’s
decommissioning into cleanup, raising the budget 32 million. In other words,
we're essentially losing twice as much money as we’re talking about. And the
TPA, the State of Washington, needs to say pay it back. Thirdly, we need the
Tri-Party Agreement to flat out say we will ban the import of all plutonium
and wastes, and the creation of new wastes from these operations.

Go to any facility at Hanford, which is not in full comp]iance with our state -

laws and the Tri-Party Agreement. The bottom line, folks, is they ain’t got
such a facility. There isn’t one facility that they’ve got that can meet that

- test at Hanford; and so while they’re out of compliance, let’s tell them they

can't bring it in. And that’s a reasonable, rational thing to open up the

" Tri-Party Agreement negotiations for, instead of exempting FFTF.

Pat Serie:
OK. Thank you, Gerry. We have Kristen Beifus and Bill Bires and Vera Dafoe,
please.

Kristen Beifus:

Hi. I'm Kristen Beifus and I'm with the Government Accountability Project,
but I’m not going to be here the whole five minutes. I’'m from Washington and
I wanted to say I was completely overwheimed by listening to the Oregon
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delegation and I wish that Governor Gary Locke and Senator Patty Murray were
here to listen what their counterparts in Oregon are saying. It is truly
incredible. So despite the overwhelming expert opinion that we’ve been
listening to here tonight about FFTF’s technical problems, advocates of
restarting FFTF have skirted a pretty formidable obstacie. The Washington
State Department of Ecology has tentatively approved DOE’s request to remove
milestones in the Tri-Party Agreement, which regulates the decommissioning and
the cleanup of the reactor. This is of great concern to the Government
Accountability Project, as well as to all of us here in the Pacific Northwest,
because this is the only leverage that we as citizens in the Northwest have to
force the Department of Energy to fulfill its commitment to cleanup Hanford.

The Department of Energy has proven to the Northwest time and time again that
it needed its hand held through this process, and even with us holding their
hands, things happen Tike the explosion this May at the Plutonium Finishing
Plant. However, at Hanford it’s been-slow, institutional cultural change has
been slow. Saving the free world is a great motivator in the production
years. Cleanup, however, has proven to be both harder to rally around and
more technically challenging. Two-thirds of the nation’s high-level nuclear
waste sits in the aging single-shelled underground storage tanks; one-third of

which leak ...

Unidentified person:
Inaudible

f

Kristen Beifus: - ()tléafigng

Thank you. ... posing a truly daunt1ng environmental remediation problem and
one which to-date has been met with mlsmanagement delays, and sometimes
questionable science.

Indeed the cleanup mission has 1imped along under an ever-shrinking budget and
even more unscrupulous contractors more concerned with perpetuating their
contract than they are with cleaning up the site. In fiscal year 98, the
program managing the disposition of high-level tank waste has a 70 million
dollar shortfall. However, the Department of Energy is eager to invest half a
billion dollars to get FFTF up-and running.. The restart of FFTF for tritium
production and DOE’s clear preference for production over cleanup, as
evidenced by their budgetary priorities, undermines any progress in changing
the production-minded culture at Hanford.

The DOE’s recent acknowledgement that the groundwater of Hanford is
contaminated and heading for the Columbia, highlights the danger of a
pro-production mentality. Adding insult to injury is the fact that 32 million
dollars a year of Hanford’s diminutive cleanup budget is spent to keep FFTF in
hot standby in preparation for a new production mission that might only
provide a quick fix for the apparent need the Department of Energy thinks we
have for tritium. The unfortunate thing is the waste wiil be permanent.

Thank you. :
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Pat Serie: :
Mr.. Bires. We’re gonna have Vera Dafoe and Reed Behrens.

Bill Bires: : . 002225
My name is Bill Bires. I‘m a member of Hanford Watch and also a member of the
Northwest Veterans for Peace, and I'm astounded that we’re all in this room
because some unnamed private company wrote a letter to the Secretary of the
Department of Energy. It’s just beyond me. If you people, any of you people,
seen "Wag the Dog?" That’s what we are; this is Wag the Dog. I don’t know
what the hell’s going on. I don’t have a vested interest in what goes on up
there at Hanford as far as economics are concerned. I have a vested interest
in that I have children that live here, I have grandchildren that live here, I
have great grandchildren that live here, and I want this to be a decent place
for them to live. I don’t want them to live in a polluted atmosphere that is
instigated by some private company. We got, now you have a situation where
you’re gonna have a private company producing bomb-enhancing material for the
military. Something wrong. You know this whole thing at Hanford is really,
just puzziles me, When we have a cleanup project that seems to have a
half-1ife equal to that of plutonium.

This is going on forever. If the FFTF issue wasn’t an important issue, why
was it included in the Tri-Party Agreement? Why was it addressed by the
Tri-Party Agreement? It seems to me that the people that were putting the
Tri-Party Agreement together, they had .an interest in the Fast Flux Test
Facility and they addressed the issue. Now, all of a sudden it’s not |
important because it’s been taken out of your hands. I just have a heck of a
time with that. Hanford was referred to as a sore. I refer to it as a dung
heap. It’s a dung heap in our mist and there are those that want to go out
and continue to stir around in that dung heap. Unfortunately, I Tive
downstream from that dung heap and I resent having to live in the awful,
o-f-f-a-1 from that ..

Bill Bires: | 002225
... any idea, or any consideration given for the restart of the Fast Flux Test
Facility. . Thank you.

Pat Serie:
Vera Dafoe. Then we’ll have Reed Behrens and Donald Fontenot.

Vera Dafoe: 002226

Hello. I'm Vera Dafoe and I‘m speaking for myself. And I was born here and I
1ive here, and I’m not from you know where. I'm glad to be amongst the many
like-minded people, but unfortunately, we’re not the decision-makers in this
issue, so it’s pretty serious. My testimony could be summed up in one word
and that word would be no, and there wouldn’t be anything else to say.
Unfortunately, somebody would probably misinterpret that, too. So I have to
say a few other words.
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I believe that almost all the citizens in Oregon and Washington, and probably
Idaho, don’t want anything going on at Hanford, anything more than want it
cleaned up and be done with it. Most of us wish the whole thing would just
disappear, in fact. The idea of getting more things happening is just
unbelievable, you know, Tike a bad dream.

We would 1ike to have Hanford shut down completely. That doesn’t even seem
very strange. We would 1ike that enormous mess cleaned up and contain
whatever they have to leave there for a.while, quite a while. We would like
the Hanford cleanup funding used for cleaning up Hanford. That’s doesn’t seem
very strange, but of course somehow that’s not what’s happening. We were told
tonight to discuss the Tri-Party Agreement, so I'11 say some words on that
one. We want the provisions that were in it continued; we want no revisions
made 1ike the ones we’re hearing about tonight. We would like to return the
FFTF to the deactivation mode and we would like to get on with the cleanup.
That’s all I have to say.

Pat Serie:

Let me ask a schedule gquestion here for a second. We are approximately
one-quarter of the way through our list. We are scheduled to stop now, which
we’re not going to do. Do we need a seven minute break? Can we just do a
rolling, rolling? You must be Reed Behrens. Mr. Behrens. OK. But we
promised a rolling break. So if you need to get up from your seat, please
feel free. But we’re going to keep forging ahead, and Mr. Behrens. You're
representing the Oregon Clean Water Coalition? . , ;

Reed Behrens: ‘(‘)0222'7.

Yes. Thank you. So my ten year old and I were trying to figure out how long
a hundred thousand years actually is. Those figures get batted around fairly

‘casually and so this is for those who can read--this is the nuclear industry’s

hundred thousand years of plutonium radijoactivity; and here’s today 2000 AD;
and then here’s 15000 BC when the glaciers receded; and when some say when the
Columbia Gorge blew through. So here, right here, here is the pyramids in
Egypt; and then here’s the Roman Empire; and here’s the birth of Christ;
here’s the United States formed in 2000 AD. We are creating wastes that are
gonna be radioactive ... this is 30,000 years, 80,000 years, 100,000 years ...
over here ... Thank you very much. You guys can sit down; thank you.

In a candid admission by one of the officials at Chernobyl when asked the
question, what was the cause, what caused Chernobyl to melt down? He said,
intellectual arrogance. So I‘d 1ike to talk a Tittle bit more about the
larger picture of what’s happening in the nuclear industry and how it relates
to Hanford and some of my thoughts on what is really going on. I’m going to
take something from the "Public Citizen," a Ralph Nader’s group most recent .
issue and 1’d 1ike to introduce you if you're not already familiar with the
Nuclear Energy Institute, which has 354 U.S. companies as members and an
annual operating budget of 27 million dollars. It is the chief architect of
the nuclear industry’s lobbying strategy. The nuclear industry has long
wanted to move waste from existing nuclear power plants because the waste has
become a public relations nightmare. Moving it, however, poses more risk and
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is more expensive than leaving it onsite until a permanent solution can be
found.

So, I also would 1ike to bring to, up to light, the fact that when the United
States disseminated these technologies years ago, because other nations were
very reticent about the waste problem, what are we going to do with the waste?
We all agreed by treaty to take back waste from other countries. And we don’t
have a place for those wastes yet, but we’re looking for a place that can
conveniently take wastes from other countries that would have a very (probably
by ship) somewhere we could get a 1ot of nuclear waste by ship to be stored
somewhere. '

Once this waste starts moving around, we’ve got food irradiation on the next
line and it’s all waiting to be moved around. And so there’s a lot more
riding on this than just what’s happening at Hanford, although Hanford is a
very critical element in this whole strategy. And added to this, when the
cold war ended the Soviet Union, China, and the United States, the nuclear
engineers all have formed a cabal, a group of people that are now all working
for the promotion of nuclear energy. Nuclear energy is not a jobs program,
you know? These are brilliant people. I have great respect for their
Tearning and their erudition, but there are other things that they can be
doing. And in specific, the DOE should face the fact that nuclear power and
weapons spending has been a colossal mistake, waste of money and engineering
talent, and should begin to retrain engineers in among other things
alternative energy fields. And I made this point to the retired president of
0SU last week, John Bern. Many people aren’t aware that OSU is developing the
next generation of safe nuclear reactors and is getting large amounts of
funding to employ more professors in the field and to get more nuclear
engineers into the field. More work there. There were a lot of other things,
I jmplored him to at least have OSU have an alternative energy program. The
Japanese and the Germans are going to beat us to the punch. The future lies
in alternative energy, not in nuciear power. '

If all of the great minds who were diverted in the nuclear engineering and
worked on solar panels and energy efficiency, we wouldn’t need nuciear power
in the first place. Since 1950, we have spent as much on nuclear research as
could be used to rebuild the entire infrastructure of this country, all of the
highways, bridges, airports, tunnels, roads, etc. DOE funding could be better
spent retraining nuclear -engineers to work in the fields of free energy, Tesla
coils, hydrogen vehicle, electric cars, mass transits, solar energy plants,
wind turbines, enerqy efficiency, etc. Search the internet under free energy,
it’s all there.

We should give these gentlemen, they have kids they want to send to college,
they have families they need to take care of, we should give them an out.
There should be funds provided for these people to transit into new, new more
productive fields. And I will, I'm so grateful that what Senator Hatfield
said that I will reiterate in a more pointed way, that in a 100 years, how
will human beings look at our generation? We're creating a tax liability and
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an environmental liability that lasts 20 times longer than since the fall of
the Roman Empire. How are we going to be viewed by these people? Thank you.

Pat Serie:
... know Donald Fontenot? Susan Sheets, and then Steve Abeling ...
Donald Fontenot here? Nope? ... Steve Abeling? How should I say it?

Steve Abeling: ' 002228
Steve Abeling. Icicle mechanics, citizen activist, Oregon native. Four quick
points: don’t eliminate the TPA milestone; put the TPA back together; proceed

with immediate total shutdown of the FFTF; deactivate it and clean it up with

all possible speed. Two, DOE needs tritium for hydrogen bombs to replace what
decays in -a level of ineffectiveness. As was already said, the tritium supply

is reduced by one-half every 12.3 years. - :

As a child of the atomic age, I'm in favor of total world nuclear disarmament;
therefore, I believe no more tritium should be produced in the world for
weapons so that all hydrogen bombs will eventually become inoperable and
obsolete. So I repeat, shut down and ciean up the FFTF.

Three, this proposal, proposal is a radicactive pork barrel for the nuclear
industry. I want the radioactive hazards from Hanford reduced and cleaned up
as much as possible so our health can be protected. I don’t want more
production of high-level nuclear waste. Around 66 metric tons would be
produced if the FFTF is operated as proposed for 20 to 30 years. Production
of the toxic wastes will cost billions to begin with and then more billions to
deal with afterwards. And, as has been shown, only radicactive decay over
tens of thousands of years, far longer than current recorded history,
ultimately reduces its danger. And for a 100 million dollars that’s been
stolen from the Hanford cleanup to keep the FFTF on hot standby--DOE must pay
back to Hanford cleanup funds what has been spent maintaining hot standby at
the FFTF and in the process completely shut down FFTF with all possible,
please. Thank you.

Pat Serie:
OK. We have Kelly Brignell and Althea Halvorson and Mary Sievertsen.
Kelly Brignell. Nope? OK. Althea Halvorson..

Althea Halvorson: 002229
I'm here as a private person; also a member of Women’s International League

for Peace and Freedom. I want to say right off from the start that I'm an

82-year old woman with a closed mind. My remarks are going to be very brief
because all of the reasons have been very, very carefully said about the

-reasons for not building any more nuclear weapons. But from my closed-mind

viewpoint, it is morally, ethically, indefensible to build or to use nuclear
weapons. Thank you.
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Inaudible

Unidentified person:

I just want to make a quote, as well as I can remember it, from ()()13;3{;()

Albert Einstein who said, you cannot s1mu1taneous1y plan for peace and prepare
for war.

Pat Serie:
Mr. Wilson? Is there a William L. Wilson here? Go ahead, Mr. Wilson ...

William L. Wilson:

I know I'm preaching the converted so I’11 just say a couple things. 1 find
it extremely farcical that this whole thing is built on the premise that we’re
trying to keep up with the Russians. And the second thing I want to say is
that I find it also farcical that we’re working on a project to bring in more
plutonium when we’re already now spending 32 million dollars a year on what we
already have .

Pat Serie: ‘
Stephen Keiplan and Breena Satterfield, please.

Paige Leven: Og
0K. I will keep this really quick, but before I start my testimony I just
want to say two things. First of all, I see the room thinning out and I know
you all are probably about as hungry as I am. So if your stomach gets the
better of you and you leave before it’s your turn to comment, please take a
couple of minutes to jot down your comments. Because whether they’re written

"or oral, whether you are first or Tast on the 1ist, what you have to say is

just as important to the Department of Ecology and to the Department of
Energy. And so we really need your comments regardless of whether or not you
want to stay till midnight or not. Secondly, we had a couple purses that were
left in the other room after the pre-meeting workshop, so I just want to make
sure whoever’s they were got those back.

OK. So my comments. Because I think the concerns of safety factors and
environmental factors and the concerns for the misuse in the diversion of
cleanup funds have been very, very well stated by so many people before me,
I'm gonna direct my comments at the Department of Ecology. I want to say that
I think it has been at the very best a mistake and at the worst nothing less
than a complete cop-out for them to have deleted the milestones from the TPA
that they are responsible for enforcing before getting a response from the
people who they are supposed to be responsible to. And then, they.then tell
us, they turn around and tell us, that they’re listening to us, but they
refuse to give us any sort of quantifiabTe measurement as to what sort of
reaction we’re gonna have to show them in order for them to listen to us, in
order for us to get them to do their job, and to enforce the very cleanup
commitment that the Department of Energy has made.

By de]eting the milestones, the Department of Ecology, you guys, have given up
your very best leverage to stop the FFTF reactor when the people that you're
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supposed to be working for demand it. You’ve sidestepped your responsibility
to the people, to all of us, and to making sure that Hanford is cleaned up as
the commitment has been laid out before us in the Tri-Party Agreement. And
I'm just here to beg you to do your job and be responsible at making sure that

‘the Tri-Party Agreement is enforced. Don’t throw away your responsibility,

please.

Pat Serie: ' :
Stephen Keiplan is next; then we have Breena Satterfield and Josiah Hill.

Stephen Keiplan: | 0
Let me just introduce myself so you know a little bit where my comments’ are();3;3(3{i

-coming from. I‘m a free lance researcher and writer specializing in

environmental issues. Currently, I'm working with Dr. Brian 0'Leary, an
astrophysicist who was once on the Cornell University Faculty with Carl Sagan,
and also a former Apollo astronaut. We’re working together to prepare a
comprehensive survey of the latest developments in research in new energy
resources,

We had a former speaker speak about the research that’s going on in the whole
area of new energy, free energy. These are unconventional sources energy
beyond the conventional alternative energy, such as solar and wind, and so
forth. There’s tremendous developments that are going on in this field and
you have a government and a Department of Energy that is fighting these
developments. Some of these developments are in the area of cold fusioni: You
may have heard from the press, which has been, had a distorted picture of this
because of the scientific establishment, that cold fusion is a dead Tetter.
Quite the contrary, over 200 laboratories in the United States and e1sewhere
have come up with findings confirming the validity of original
Ponds-Fleischman research. Moreover, several companies have created prototype
units that can be purchased by scientists and others, and in the very near
future commercial-scale units will be released to the public.

But what relevance does this have to Hanford in this whole question of nuclear
waste? One of the serendipitous results of research on Tow-energy nuclear
reactions is the startling discovery that during the operation of these new
energy processes, transmutation of elements occurs. Successful experiments
have shown it is even possible to reverse the radicactivity of nuclear waste
through these processes. This research is in the early stages of development
and full-fledged technology could be created with adequate public and private
investment. However, the Department of Energy, which has shown its incredible
wisdom with this issue that we're discussing tonight, is also blocking
research in this area and it’s vital that it go forward. What’s even more
interesting is this same stream of research, out of the same stream of
research, have come experiments that indicate that we can produce tritium
through Tow-energy nuclear reaction processes, safe processes. The major
study on the tritium production comes from the government’s own Los Alamos
Laboratory. Other studies have confirmed the positive results of this study.
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Does it make any sense to investigate, or does it not make sense to
investigate in greater depth the government’s own research on alternative
methods of tritium production, as well as research on the reversal of
radioactive waste, rather than going through this absurd process that they’re
proposing? There’s certainly, if we have to produce tritium, and I personally
don’t believe we should produce it all, but if they feel .that they have to
produce it, there are less costly and safer ways to produce it. And
responsibie public officials will follow up their own research at Los Alamos
and elsewhere to come up with a solid answer to this question. Members of the
public concerned with nuclear safety will be watching to see if the Department
of Energy takes this prudent approach. We’ll also be calling upon our elected
officials to make sure the DOE behaves responsibly.

I will be submitting documents for the record here that go inte this research
and the background of it and I only hope and pray that before I have to go sit
in to block trucks, and anything starting this crazy process up in Hanford,
that the DOE officials will begin to Took at their own research and start
taking another path. Otherwise, I‘11 be on the streets.

Pat Serie:
OK. We have Breena Satterfield, then Josiah Hi1l, and Bert Hansen, please.

Breena Satterfield: 002
I'm here on behalf of my granddaughter and grandson, and I'm conveying their
remarks which we had during a discussion yesterday about why I would be here
instead of cooking dinner for them tonight. And they asked me to say that the
Department of Energy should first clean up its room before they undertake any
further projects. Thank you.

Pat Serie: . )
Josiah Hill and Mr. Hansen. We’11 then have Mary Mayther-Stac and Mary Rose.

Josiah Hill:

<234

. - 00
Good evening. I’m Josiah Hill, President of the Oregon Chapter of Physicians;32n3f;

for Social Responsibility. Thank you from my Chapter. I‘m here to speak as a
medical professional, deeply concerned about the long-term public and
environmental health., Any discussion of jobs resulting from the Fast Flux
Test Facility restart is far outweighed by Tong-term serious public health
problems. Tritium production at Hanford would involve the production of large
amounts of new high-level nuclear waste containing to up to 40 percent
weapons-grade plutonium. According to a report commissioned by International
Physicians for the Prevention of Nuclear War, of which PSR is a United States
affiliate, also IPPNW won the 1985 Nobel Peace Prize, plutonium poses an
extraordinarily dangerous threat to health. As an emitter of alpha particles
is readily absorbed, and when inhaled as fine particles, lingers in the body
for decades and is probably the most carcinogenic substance known. The
backers of FFTF have greatly exaggerated the demand for medical isotopes. The
Institute of Medicine, a Federal Advisory Panel, called a market analyses used
by FFT’s backers speculative at best and found no grounds to recommend that
reactors such as fast flux produce medical isotopes.
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Physicians for Social Responsibility is an organization committed to public
health through the elimination of nuclear weapons. Restarting the FFTF to
produce tritium threatens the opportunity for effective disarmament agreements
by sending a signal that the United States is more interested in maintaining a
huge nuclear arsenal than working to make treaties, such as the Comprehensive .
Test Ban and the Nonproliferation Treaty, a reality.

As medical professionals, we firmly oppose the proposed change of the

“Tri-Party Agreement. We strongly support unwavering progress without new

waste production for the cleanup of Hanford, for the children of the next
century. I’'m reminded of the words of one of my favorite entertainers,
Stevie Wonder: We are amazed, but not .amused, by all the things you say
you'll do. Thank you.

Pat Serie: :
I'm sorry. I missed Bert Hansen before, and here he is. And then it will be

~ Mary Mayther-Slac and Mary Rose.

Bert Hansen: : ‘ 0022as
Good evening. A gentleman came up earlier and he talked about Wag the Dog. I-

never thought of it that way, but that truly is why we're here. Does anybody

know who's wagging us? Evidently some corporation, somebody has submitted a

proposal to Department of Energy. Do you know who submitted the proposal? Or

can you not tell us?

Unidentified person: ;3
. I know it’s Advanced Medical Nuclear Systems, AMNS, and they went be]]y up ;3()}7

. by other contractors ... Hanford contractors have s1gned an agreement
amongst themselves picking up the support cause and we ... Freedom of
Information Act request for this grievance ... after this process ... till
after this process is done ...

Ernie Hughes: '

.. Mr. Pollet is talking about the inept ... FOIA ... a request that he
submitted about a week ago. . Part of, and I can’t tell you a percentage, have
been made available. A Tot of the documents are publicly avaiiable. The
other documents are being collected to provide to Heart of America and there’s

no reason to delay, other than the time to collect the documents, reproduce

them, and send them. ... There is no insidious plot ... I can’t tell ya,
that’s not my department I can’t tell you exactly when, but he’11 have them
as soon as we can collect them. I‘11 tell you that.

Pat Serie:
Can we have Mr. Hansen proceed?

Bert Hansen:

No. I'm enjoying this.
-002236
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Gerald Pollet: 00
Surely, Mr. Hughes, it doesn’t take more than between now and say the end ;2;3()?’
business Friday, to collect those contracts and agreements and the expenses
to-date. You know what you sent me was BS. You sent me the publicly
available Annual Environmental Report for the Site, which you know is ...
dollars and cents committee I have urged be eliminated because it has hardly
any useful information and is all gone through and selectively abused. So why
don’t you answer the question, Mr. Hughes? Things 1ike the contracts and the
cost expenses of the program to-date, and the contractors that they’ve
incurred, including their expenses in going back to D.C. and pitching this.
Are those things readily available? C(lose of business Friday? And what about
the related documents to human- exposure from the classified documents? Make a
commitment, you’re the program manager.

Ernie Hughes:

A1l I was saying was the documents that we made available will be collected at
the earliest opportunity and made available. I can’t give a date; I can’t
give a date. That’s it; I can’t give a date. Let that be on the record.

Gerald Pollet: | ()();3;3(),
These people work for you and they are contractors to you and you don’t have ’
the ability to give a date as to time, certain, when they will provide the
contracts ... ‘
Pat Serie: j
. No. '
00
Gerald Pollet: ;3;3():7
That is not acceptable, Pat. He’s, he’s the program manager and I'm asking if
he’s responsible? Can he give a date?
Pat Serie: .
And he said no; he said . as soon as possible.
Gerald Pollet: _ 0
I want to hear in his words. 0220';,
Pat Serie: _
That’s what he said; that’s what he said.
Bert Hansen:
OK? So you can’t tell us who's wagging the dog.
Y gg9ing g ()();3;3:3(;

Ernie Hughes:

No, well, wait, wait. I'm not going to get drawn into a facetious argument.

I know you don’t like what we do; there’s no issue about that. Mr. Pollet
made a FOIA request; it’s being handled up there. We will get the information
and we will provide the information. And there’s no, there’s no plan to hold
back the information until after these public meetings. There’s no point in
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it. We are glad to make available the public information as fast as we can.
But it was a large request and it came in a week ago.

Gerald Pollet: ()();3,>():’
A

. absurd. ' It came in the 5th to you and it was included things that are
readily, readily available to you and you could make the effort. I mean, you
even denied us the opportunity of ... you didn’t want us to have a copy of the
... November 22nd Technical Information Document ... .

Pat Serie: _
Gerry, do you think this, this is ... can you let the format proceed, please?
Thank you. Mr. Hansen, please ...

Bert Hansen: ()();3;3(36;

I just wanted to say that I’m not affiliated with an organization. I heard
about this on the radio. It sounded so crazy I had to come down here. And
it’'s great to see so many peopie. I don’t know why there aren’t two hundred
thousand people here. Well, there’s three more meetings, so I guess I'm
driving to Hood River. Hopefully 1’11 see you guys there.

Pat\Serie: :
We will ... Mary Rose, Rudi Nussbaum, and Jeff Davies.

Mary Mayther-Slac: | 00223~
When I signed up to testify, I wasn’t sure what 1 was going to say. I'm still
not. I decided that I’'d let my heart take its lead and one thing I can say is
shame on you. 1 can’t believe that no one’s even considered saying anything
about accountability. Shame on'you. And I have a young son and I hope he
will have children some day. And I don’t know if you guys have kids, but,
shame on you. I, as far as my opinion about the Tri-Party Agreement, I can’t
even believe that we would even consider not holding true to an agreement that
you people agreed to. This is ludicrous, it’s unfair, it's criminal, it’s
evil. I can’t believe that there’s no control, that people don’t just come up
and storm your offices and say, I mean, where the hell did Hazel O'Leary get
off deciding by unilaterally to change the rules in midstream. I don’t want
any more nuclear weapons. I know that there’s a place for you to get more
jsotopes that’s less expensive and my heart goes out to those people with
prostate cancer who need those isotopes and I want them to have them. But,
we’'re human beings and we have a planet here that’s in a very delicate

balance.

" Whatever this man’s belief is, I respect it. And I know that what we believe

to be true in our hearts is that we only have one planet and we can only
pollute it so much before it fights back and we ki1l ourselves by our own
results; and I just say shame on you.

Pat Serie:
Mary Rose, Mary Rose.
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Mary Rose: ' 0

I’'m here representing myself and also as a member of WILPF, Women's (2{3 :
International League for Peace and Freedom. Barbara Dragoo was able to write <?é?
this but I’m reading it for her and it has my sentiments, too. - Recently we

had-a visitor from Australia who told us of the fear and anger that people who

are citizens of other countries feel towards our government’s power plays. It

is not difficult for me to imagine that citizens of other nations see the

United States as a bully. How can a nation that has signed a Comprehensive

Test Ban Treaty and START II and START III, engage in producing materials to

enhance the power of nuclear weapons. :

How can we justify using money needed for cleaning up the terrible
contamination at Hanford to prepare for the production of even more powerful
weapons materials in a facility that has a high risk for explosion? Many
people can be employed for many years in a sincere effort to clean up this
mess. The lives and well being of all living creatures in the large
surrounding vicinity can possibly be protected by directing a genuine clean up
project; maybe even the quality of the water that flows into the Columbia
River could be improved. The fears of others 1living on this planet could be
alleviated and sincere cooperation between nations could result from seeing
the most powerful nation demonstrate by action that the signatures on treaties
really means something. ‘

Investing in the production of more nuclear materials such as tritium and MOX
is a misuse of taxpayers dollars in a society that is failing to recognizé its
financial responsibility to the most vulnerable among its citizens. In the
interest of peace and the well being of all living things, do not put Hanford
back in the nuclear production business. Thank you.

Pat Serie:
Mr. Nussbaum. We have then Jeff Davies, Dave Hysko, Kristin Mikalson-Mangino.

Rudi Nussbaum: '

It should be sufficient to speak as a citizen, but previous experiences ha\QO.ae
taught me that I better tell some of the scientists and so-called experts that {?E)
are paid for by the DOE, or at least are sponsored by the DOE, that when ‘
citizens speak out with feelings and with common sense, they have as much

right to do so as those experts. But I will give you my qualifications, just

on the record, so you can’t accuse me that I don’t know what I am talking

about. I’m a retired professor of physics at Portland State University. 1

have numerous publications in fundamental science and I have numerous
publications in international and national scientific journals refereed on the
health effects of low-level radiation and radioactive fallout and so forth.

So I know what 1 am talking about.

If a citizen has a leaking septic tank and continues to use his toilet and has
the environment continually further de-fouled, then I would have hoped that.
people from the Department of Ecology would cite him, or do we believe that
they don’t? When the Department of Energy does that, then there’s no asytum
that could hold it, so we allow it to do exactly that. And for those people
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that want to promote this wonderful thing, the medical isotopes, for the
benefit of mankind, which by the way is scientifically is not a totally clear

. cut issue; some isotopes are useful and a lot them do a Tot of harm.

Let me tell you sométhing about science that you can put in the record. 1In
1992, there appeared an article, Nuclear Installations and Childhood Cancer in
the UK. It’s an article that was published in a very respected journal, "The

‘Science of Total Environment.” Anybody who wants the citation, I can give it

to them. Let me tell you that this study that compared the health of the
citizens surrounding these UK nuclear installations, if you Took at the seven
installations in the United Kingdom that were in operation before 1955, the
one operation, that is one of the main producers of radioisotopes for medical
and research, uses the firm Amersham that I myself have ordered isotopes from,
and anybody that has done any trace of work is very familiar with that one
instaliation, Amersham, has the highest#statistical, statistically significant
excess of_chi1dhood leukemia in the surroundings; childhood leukemia, both in
incidents in mortality between or below the age of nine. Put that in your
beautiful full-color advertlsement for medical isotope production at Hanford,
please.

Inaudible

Unidentified person:

- Hello. For the record, TPA should stand; that’'s a joke ... I'd Tike to thank 240

everybody. It’s been an incredible evening here. This is a new issue to me.
I’'m very new to Portland and it’s been pretty, an amazing evening for an
unfortunate purpose for a meeting. I’d just like té thank the activists who
got me here, on KVEW radio, and keep it up, people listen. They listen, so
keep speaking. I think when people find out that they’re actually going to
fire up a reactor, I think they’re gonna go baliistic. So keep talking, and
carpools--if you are going to get back on the air again, carpools to those
other meetings might be a really good way. Because I sure would 11ke to go to
Hood River and I have no way to get there. So thank you.

Pat Serie: .
Kristin Mikalson-Mangino ... Nope? Dawn Tryon? Nope? Nancy Metrick. After
Nancy will be Bruce Frazier, Reuben.Nisenfeld, Patrick Norton. '

Nancy Metrick: (?

I have thrown away a]] my notes, because obviously there were a lot of peop éaE?
who have said everything that I’'d ever want to say here tonight, and said it
with much more information than I would have been able to provide, and I
wouldn’t go over that. But I really 1liked the fact that ... said shame on

you, because I think it’s very nice to stay within the lines and be polite and
that’s probably one of the things that wouldn’t happen and I sure hope this
does some good. I can see some people who clearly are touched by this and

" have biased opinions to truly be stewards and act as they should on our

behalf. It's quite obvious what people want. I don’i think there’s any
question about it. And I see other people who are apologists, who are
probably well paid, who I don’t necessarily believe deserve respect for their
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opinion; I don’t respect everybody’s opinion. And I really just wish that
they’d take a good look at themselves in the mirror, and you know, if the time
is right, maybe retire and live your 1ife well. Because you know, this is not
something that is good and in the long and short of it is we’re all miracles.
We’re all part of God, and we all came from this earth, and we’ve gotta stop
doing things that harm it and no matter what amount of money ...

Bruce Frazier: : 002,

. and that’s part in parcel of the entire process. The Tri-Partied 12
Agreement was put forward so that the citizens of the State of Washington
could have a voice and some oversight in the process. The fact that the
Secretary of Energy has directed the Department of the Energy to stop the
shutdown of this reactor, I think, should tell us all we need to know. I
think that when we talk about safety in nuclear reactors, they’re safe only if
very stringent procedures are followed. These are not inherently safe
operations; and when you go around the world, whether they’re operated with
sodium coolants, or water, or whatever else, we found numerous, numerous
instances where they’ve had to be shut down, or where there have been
accidents, or where they have exceeded the safety limits and requirements.
This is not an isolated case and reactors-that have been running with very
good records for long periods of time experience real problems, meltdowns, and

shutdowns as everybody has said here. |

A concern to me is that it doesn’t appear that everything that we need to know
is on the table. We’ve heard from the Secretary of Energy, both Mr. Pefia and
Ms. O’Leary, about using nuclear energy and nuclear power in other areas, of
using it to replace hydropower. There’s a bill before Congress that would
allow private reactor operators to use plutonium. I‘m not sure that we really
know everything that we need to know in order to make an informed opinion on
this matter. And when we say that once, that moving the milestone here, it’s
not really a real action, it’s just a proforma act. It’s kind of like when
you’'re in court and you're an attorney, which I happen to be, and you Tet
evidence in. Once you’ve let evidence in, you’ve got a real problem because
you have to back it out. Once the evidence is there, it’s heard, and what
have you? And once the decision is made to remove the milestone and you go
forward with the EIS, that doesn’t guarantee you that even if everything is
examined, that you’re going to not have the startup of FFTF.

It’s apparent that the Secretary of Energy has broad powers and you could draw -
the worst-case scenario in the EIS and she/he would still have the authority,
or he would have the authority, to start up the reactor. I think that we are
sending a message around the world when we do this and I think that, you know,
we in Oregon are kind of Tike stepchildren because we are not parties to the
partied agreement, but as several people have said, éven former Governor Lowry
of Washington, was against the startup of FFTF. So, you know, it’s not just
Oregonians against Washingtonians; it’s everybody together who wants to see a
world in which nuclear armaments no longer exist and we can’t do that by
judging every other country in the world. There's going to be perhaps a
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‘nuclear weapons potential in some country in the world for ages to come. Does

that mean that we maintain these huge amounts of armaments simply on the basis
of potential threat? I think we have to deal with the realities of the world
and the main reality is that we have more than enough nuclear weapons, both
bombs and many, many other kinds of weapons which are classified, that could
destroy the world many times over. We don’t need anything more. Thank you.

Inaudible

Reuben Nisenfeld: _ ' '()(223 4

I have three for the records. .For the record, this sounds 1ike a really good ¢4
caca story. There’s a guy and he’s got the world’s worst disease. The local
country doctor figures out a way to contain this disease, maybe, and comes up

~ with a plan to start working on a cure that might work, maybe. At the last
“minute, the government officials and experts burst into the room and say, we

have the cure. We’1l make everyone sick and then no one will have the
disease. For the record let’s dispel this myth that is was an unsolicited
proposal by some company out there who just had this great idea to start
producing tritium at this shiny reactor that hasn’t been used in a really long
time. The DOD did-not close down Savannah River when it did, and go, hmm,
we're gonna need tritium; where are we gonna get that? I don’t know; maybe
we’11 just stop making nuclear bombs.- That doesn’t sound Tike the Department
of Defense. This has been carefully orchestrated; it has been planned from
the beginning. Don’t buy the BS line that this is somehow some great economic

.development plan. For the record, if the global tide of commonism requires

us, being the Department of Defense, to begin producing tritium for nuclear
bombs to protect our national security, for the record, the citizens of Oregon
will not ailow it, for the record. Thank you.

~ Inaudible

Paul McAdams: = | S C)(ZE?
Here we are again. 1In 1983, we did a walk from Astoria to the gates of 2«14'
Hanford when they started up the PUREX plant. - We told them they were going to
have problems up there and they did. They said we didn’t know what we were
talking about. Also, we were, the DOE said we were, I mean, first they came
out and said to us that we were misleading, telling false information. Now,
it’s really hard to be here, you know, to, you know, express my feelings, you
know, because I know that in the '80s, a Native American woman came to me from
the Yakama Reservation and talked to me in ‘80, around 1984 we did a meeting
up there. She asked me why are children dying of cancer? You know the affect
on the Native American people and the DOE keeps on giving the same
information. They had a meeting in Portland to keep the N Reactor going.

They came down here and they said we want a Congréssional hearing and they
talked about keeping the N Reactor going. You know their whole thing was to
keep the N Reactor going.

It just, you know, 1 mean, I quif coming to meetings because, ya know, it’s

just the same old thing, ya know. They’re going to do what they wanna do, ya
know, if it takes, I know we’ve gone up there and people sit on the roads up
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there, and if they start this thing up again, I’m prepared to go up there and
biockade the road going in. You know, and that’s what we’re talking about, we
blocked their trucks and we’1l go back up there again. We did a peace camp.

I went out there and leafleted the workers and it’s the same thing. You Know,
during that walk, we have .a precious thing out there, that Columbia River, and
you know when you drive up that river, you know, you go fast. But when you
walk every step, 350 miles, and during that time we met in towns up and down
that river. We talked to people in Ione, Oregon, to a wheat ranch out in
eastern Oregon. We went there and had meetings with the people and their
concerns about Hanford, and it’s still going on. And everyone in this room, I
wish tomorrow they would call the Secretary of Energy in Washington, D.C. and
call. I wish I.could have said this earlier, call that number. You know, if
we hundreds of calls going in there. and say no, we do not want this fast flux
breeder reactor. 1 don’t know how many people know, above Hanford there is
one of the largest dams, second largest dam in the country, the Grand Coulee
Dam. And what happens if that dam broke? What would if that dam breaks?

Half the water would be 100 feet over the N Reactor. So I mean, if they lost
all the water and you have about seven dams above that, so I mean, down below
that dam. So I mean, I’m just saying that, you know, we cannot. I mean, I’'ve
been involved doing this stuff for, you know, years and I’'ve been arrested so
many times, you know, that I'm prepared to be arrested again if I have to.

Pat Serie:

Do we have J. Satterfield? '

. | | | 002245
Jim Satterfield: . IR
I'm Jim Satterfield and I’m speaking as a private citizen. And I’ve been 78
sitting here listening to all of the very good comments this evening and I’'ve
kind of boiled down my own thoughts into the a simple slogan that you might,
and that is--death to the FFTF. Thank you. .
Pat Serie: .
Christine Charneski. No? Billy Wolf.
John Corrie: ' ()();3;3{1(;

OK. I guess this is to Roger Staniey. I think you need to chalienge the
federal authority in Washington, that’s the Department of Energy, Pefiza, and
stop what they just overrode, your authority, and change some minds over
there. If we need teeth in the TPA regulations, what’s it going to take? Do
they have to, does the State of Washington have to do some initiatives or
something to change the law? Because it’s an act of law that needs o be
changed and we need to, you know, if the federal government is overrunning
what your department, the Department of Ecolegy, is doing, then you need to
step up and challenge that authority. :

Pat Serie:

Can we get your name, sir? For the record. Could we have your name for the
record?
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thn Corrie:
John Corrie.

Pat Serie:
Thank you.

Billy Wolf: - 002,
My name is Billy Wolf and I'm speaking for myself tonight and aiso for alil the
nonhuman 1iving things whose voices are frequently unheard in meetings 1ike
this. I'm going to talk about people though. I'm a naturopathic physician in-
the State of Oregon and as many of you may be familiar with the work of

Dr. Helton Kaldekov and Physicians for Social Responsibility, and the reason
why that, a reason why that organization has had such success in the issue of
the nuclear, the nuclear issue, is because its physicians that see the results
of the poisons of the industry and my own experience practicing here in Oregon
and also in Washington. I’ve had patients who have traveled to see me from
the Tri-City area who were suffering from endocrine diseases and.these people
have told me that their family members have suffered from similar diseases.

It’s not a theory, it's a fact and it’s a fact that we all need to be

“accountable for. Those particular types of diseases, endocrine diseases, are

very difficult to treat. The endocrine system is a system of glands that
controls all the functions of the body ultimately leading to endocrine
cancers, such as prostate cancer, breast cancer, ovarian cancer. These are
some of the most serious pathologies facing us today. And I think.it’s ironic
to make claims to produce some form of medicine, radioactive medicine, that is
going to be dérived from the very technology that’s producing the cancers that
we’'re speaking of, I don’t get the travesty, so I have, I went to college in
Washington. I have friends in the Department of Ecology in Washington state
and I've always felt fondly about the Department of Ecology. Most states
don’t have a Department of Ecology and that’s something, something you may not
know, and I’d like to believe you’re my friend also, because you represent '
that department. And I really would expect after what you've heard tonight
that you would go back to your agency and express the opinions that you've
heard from the people here ton1ght I would appreciate that. And as for

Mr. Hughes here, I wonder if you’ve learned anything tonight? You mentioned
that you don’t know everything; you just represent a portion of your agency.

I hope you’ve heard some of the opinions tonight, some of the expert opinions
and some of the heartfelt opinions. And I believe that if you’ve been
listening, that you would either change your plans or simply quit your job.

Whatever your personal agenda may be, it seems clear to me that you're not
acting in accordance with the people’s will. 1It’s an issue of conscience and
I wonder if it is, if your political al]eg1ances or your pocketbook are more
important than the people’s will.

Twenty years .ago as a teenager, I was invoived in civil disobedience at the
Shoreham Nuclear Plant in Long Island. I witnessed the power of the people to
stand up for what they know is right and to defeat the greedy and dangerous
profit-mongering motives of industry. Looking around this room tonight, I
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predict that we, the assembled, represent the tip of an iceberg of concern and
dissent that can and will stop such outrageous threats to our environment.
It’s clear to me that this plan to degrade the milestone time line is a
blatant expression of the way the nuclear industry is in cahoots with the
government. I refuse to be duped by this safety talk. Safety talk; Tet's
remember the words of the Captain of the Titanic: But sir, this ship is
unsinkable. The only problem is that the arrogance and the greed involved
with this reactor would drag all of us, even those unborn, down with the ship.

As a doctor, my duty is to diagnose and cure disease. My diagnosis of this
situation is that the Department of Energy is suffering from a delusional
disorder. A dangerous syndrome which combines ignorance and greed. The
result of this disease is in the pollution of the second largest river in our
nation; once one of the most productive salmon rivers in the world. With the
type of pollution that is trans-generational, that has the potential of
adversely affecting the genetic health of all species that exist downwind or
downriver for countless generations. That means us, folks; each of us, our
children, and our children’s children. Let’s not forget the point raised by
the elderly gentleman earlier, about the prospect of bringing 33 tons of
plutonium into our region. Our region is not a dump site. '

So the cure for this governmental incompetence is going to be as it has always
been, the diligence of invoived citizens. Keep informed and stay active. For
the sake of each of us and our families, and for the next seven generations to
come, I request that the TPA milestones be reactivated and the FFTF be shut
down permanently. I’m honored to be a part of all of you here tonight. Thank
you.

Pat Serie:
Jacqueline Fern. Nope? Alexandra Gayen.

Alexandra Gayen: _ ()();3;3{153,
My name is Alexandra Gayen. I am also a physician and I have to tell you how
frustrating it is to try to help people who have conditions which are directly
related to the problems that we human beings have created in our environment.
We often Tike to think about protecting our children and our grandchildren,
and I’'m here to tell that there’s not a single person in this room that has
not been affected by nuclear power and the waste that’s created thereby, other
forms of low-level radiation and the other ways in which we’ve allowed our
environment to be degraded. So here we all are and we’re all in this
together. 1’d prefer and would hope that some day we could all be sitting in
a room, not across the table from one another as, well, I'm on this side and
you’re on that side, and I want to win and I want to make you look bad. I
don’t think we’d get anywhere by that kind of thinking. And I'm really
hopeful that the people who are sitting in this room today whose views are not
the same as mine about what we should do about this particular situation will
at some point in the near future learn the lesson that I learned a Tong time

" ago.
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I used to spend a Tot of time doing dangerous wilderness activities and have
on a number of occasions put myself near to death because of risks that I‘ve
taken. I’'ve also been in the position of being a wilderness leader and it’s a
lot harder when being the Teader of the group who really wants to run the
river, climb the mountain, do the thing that they came there and paid their
money to do, even if the situation no longer looks safe. But it is the
responsibility of that leader in those situations to use all of the
information at their disposal to make the correct decision. And often that
involves losing face, admitting to have made a mistake, looking bad, Josing a
job because somebody else did not like the decision that one made because
money was lost.

There’s no way to predict in many situations that may look dangerous, whether
or not the feared event might happen, actually ever would have happened, had
we.proceeded when we didn’t. But it’s our responsibility to take into account
all of the information that we have and make a decision based on that, the
risks involved. Weighing the benefits and the risks in this particular
situation, it would appear that the choices that were presented earlier about
what to do about these milestones did not include a very creative list. And
it appears to me, with my limited information about this particular situation,
that the appropriate response would be to change the assumption behind whether
or not we should do something different with the milestone. The assumption
being that the nuclear device is no longer in the deactivated status. I think
maybe we need to question that assumption and return to the deactivated status
so that we’re not in the position of having to erase the milestones or Just

change the numbers on them. Let’s take a step back, really assess the

situation, and do the right thing. Thank you.

Pat Serie:
Joyce follingstad.

Joyce Follingstad: 002249

I'm Joyce Follingstad and I'm a nurse and psychologist. And I'm not a speaker
and I’ve been at hearings for decades, but I’‘ve always been scared. But it is
my opinion that the FFTF should not be started up again for all the reasons
that we’ve heard tonight; that I am just convinced that it’s unsafe and
convinced that the waste should not be produced.

As a young nurse, I was a surgery nurse for seven years. What I know is that
we were not given radioactive badges because we were just supposed to trust
that we didn’t have enough exposure to measure. Bui what I do know is that in
those seven years, of all those women that worked there, there was only one
Tive birth and that child was retarded. And I think that there have been many
dangers that we have faced without, with just being trust positions, but I
educated myself and got involved in the Works in Progress Bill, the Low-lLevel
Radiation Bill in Oregon, and the initiatives for trying to close Trojan. As
a nurse, I have great concern for the safety, physical safety, of our
children, for their children, and this is threatened by the nuclear industry,
the contamination of our country, and our world. And cleaning up our messes
in this country has to be our number one priority. '
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But as a psychologist I must say I'm not paid to speak, but to listen. And I
listen daily to things that concern me greatly and for many years I have
Tistened. Fifty years the nuclear industry has abused people of this nation
and this world. [ sit with people who have cancer and who have cancer phobia.
I sit with people who have their children dying of leukemia and cancers. I’ve
worked with a woman who has lost every relative in her family; they were .
downwinders in Utah. She’s the only one that survived her thyroid cancer. 1
sit with people that are the victims of PTSD from wars, broken families,

“substance abuse, all the things that wars produce. And all of us, none of us,

get away from what happens psychologicaily in our nation in times of war. And
if we continue to produce more weapons, we are all contributing to this.

Women are in the midst of an epidemic of breast cancer. One out of every
eight women in this nation will get breast cancer. It’s a disgrace and we are
in the process of having an epidemic of prosthetic cancers. 1It’s a disgrace;
we are killing ourselves, we are killing our children. I believe that our
environmental pollution has contributed to this mightily. Most of all, when
are we going to tell the truth to the people, to our children. I was shocked
when I educated myself back in ‘76 when I first started participating in
hearings and all, to find out that you can’t insure yourself against the
nuclear industry, and can’t insure your home, you can’t insure your health.
There isn’t anything 1ike that. Of course, the nuclear power plant had a
small policy from the government. But you can’t insure any of this.

When I was a child they told me when they heard the sirens to get under’y&ur
desk and you’d be safe; what a joke. Twenty years ago, eighteen years ago, at
Trojan, they had this 1ittle piddly ten-mile evacuation route. What a joke.
What about the people of Portland and the people beyond? I haven’t heard
anything about the evacuation plan for the FFTF. I don’t know what they’re
going to do for all of us when this goes. But today we know the truth. We
know that we all occupy the same planet; we all drink the same water; we all

eat food from the same soil; we all breath the same air. It is a disgrace

that we are only having four meetings for this. There should be meetings
everywhere in the world because we know in Oregon that we have breathed the
radioactive dust of China’s nuclear testing, the South Pacific nuclear
testing. We have had in our soil the iodine and other fallout from Chernobyl.

Nobody gets away from this. We all share in this and the people across the
Pacific should be having hearings about what it’s going to be like for them to
have our radioactivity coming down the Columbia and going into the Pacific
Ocean. We are all in this together. Time is up? OK. I think it’s an
audacity and greedy to consider starting up the FFTF reactor. We have nothing
if we don’t have clean air, clean water, clean soil, and communities. And so
Mr. Hughes, Mr. Stanley, and everyone else here, please join our community.
let’s close FFTF forever; Tet’s not delete the deadlines. Let’s figure out

. how the TPA can meet the deadline for cleanup. Thank you.

Pat Serie§
Chris Steele. No? Mary Jo Hosack. Sharla Shull. I‘m probably saying this

so badly, they could be just sitting right out there. Sharla Shull.
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Robert Hedlund. Alright. After Mr. Hedlund we have Monica Serrano,
Ruth Currie, and Nancy Tracy, please.

Robert Hedlund:

Yeah. First of all I'd 1ike to say I was in with the doctor today, the 0#2()23235;()

that did my two cancer operations on my leg a couple years ago. Let me give

~you a little background. In 1953, I worked for ... in eastern Oregon, which

is 28 miles this side of Pendleton. I worked on a hay ranch and did a lot of
hunting over there. I ran pipeline crews for many years. I worked, I laid a
pipeline through McCormick and Baxter down there, the creosote plant that’s
probably the most toxic place in the United States. I also laid 20 miles, or
eight miles, of 20-inch gas line down Front Avenue. In the 1980s, well, I’'ve
worked at Trojan many times since I started out shooting about eight tons of
nitrogen in ..., down there when they first leveled it.

I worked for Weismer and Becker, Delco, a bunch of people down there. In
1980, I was down there for the refueling. I shouldn’t have been down there
because I was injured on the job previous to that. But I was down there
because Safe Corporation cut my money off and I had no other choices; I had
nine dependents at home. Anyway, while 1 was working down there, there was
about a week’s time, we were issued picks and dosimeters and stuff, and my
pick, which was 350 millirems, went off the scale four days in a row. Anyway,
the fifth day I asked, well anyway, later on that week, I was in a space suit.
We were in the hottest spot .in the plant and we were just shutting down that
area and cleaning up and the umbilical cord that feeds the air to the space
suit, there’s quick-coupler connectors on it, and on the way down the stairs
and out into the thing the coupler came 1oose; Anyway after a couple of
minutes, I ran out of air. I tore the space suit off and took a deep breath.
Anyway, I worked from May 8 until June 24; and the 24th I was coughing up
blood, my. hair was falling out, and I couldn’t get out of bed. I calied them
up and they said, well, if you can make it in for the coughing deal, we’ll lay
you off.

Anyway I made it in there and got laid off. Anyway, I coughed up blood for
eight years after I left down there. I Tost all my teeth, my hands weren’t
well anyway, I‘ve had all kinds of medical problems. I’ve had two cancer
operations. When I went to see, one of the reasons I went in to see the
doctor was I cough up stuff every day, and it’s black and fills the sink, you
know?

I called PG here a while back and asked them about Catalytic, the company I
was working for. Oh, hell, we don’t know where they are. They’re in
Pennsylvania somewhere but we haven’t heard from them. We can’t track them
down. I’ve had two kids die. One I had working at out at McCormick and
Baxter with me. The side room operator that was working out there with me, we
Taid a, he’s dead. He died of the same stuff I’m coughing up out there.

Anyway, the other guy that was working with me, I ran into the other night.

He told me he was having problems Tike I’'m having right now. I can’t touch my
bones; they hurt, you know, my joints hurt. I’ve got these rashes all over.
When I Teft Trojan, every God damn lymph gland in my body was swelled up, you
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know. Boils, you know. I went through hell, you know. Hey, I'm paying the
damn doctor bills myself, assholes, you know? Who’s gonna pay ‘em? You know,
I’ve got a grandkid at home that I’m raising, you know. Who’s gonna put him
through college when I‘m gone? You know, my wife damned near died, you know;
we brought that crap home on our clothes. Hey, I hear of all this God damned
money you’re spending, you know. Where’s the money at for medical help? You
know, I have to beg, you know. I’ve never been on welfare or food stamps in
my 1ife, you know, and it’s hard for me to ask for medical help. Anyway, I
don’t have much more to say than get the God damn plant out of there. Did
they warn me? Oh, God, no, no. Hey, I’11 tell you what, you know, when we
were shooting eight tons of nitrogen off a day we, ya know, every time we’d
drill a hole it would fill up with -water. You know, we had to line that stuff
in visqueen two four-inch sticks at the bottom;, f1]1 it up, you know, and two
four-inch sticks on top.

That place down there is full of faults, you know, and what’s gonna happen
when we have an earthquake and the deal splits open? And they say, well,
there’s only a seven percent chance of a nuclear meltdown if it’s not running,
you know. You know, you want to flip a coin until you hit seven percent? No.
Shut the damn thing down; shut them all down.

Pat'Serie:
Thank you, Mr. Hedlund. Monica Serrano. Ruth Currie. After Ruth Currie, it
will be Nancy Tracy, Rick Bayer, Lynn Sims, please. '

Monica Serrano: I |0022
Well, I just want to second everything that has been said tonight about what 511
and why we’re here, and what we’re going, what we want to do. I’'m a medical

social worker, retired. I‘ve been a social activist. I’ve been opposing the

nuclear plant since they started and that was before I got gray hair. And I

think that I’ve joined this gentleman in protesting in Richland and spent a

night, thanks to the City of Richland. And I think that we have to keep our

voice going and this is, so far, has.been the best meeting that I've gone to

in some years. Now ten years ago, it was a deadly meeting with the DOE. But

at least we got some 1nformat1on out tonight. But we all have to keep working

on it.

Unidentified person: ‘ 002252
Everybody here has said everything I might have hoped to say and brought up

many things. that added much to my perspective of what’s going on now. But I

know my name was near the end of the line, if not the last one, and I stayed

more not to add anything to that because it’s already been said, but Jjust to

say that this evening has renewed for me my sense of kinship with my species

that I often lose along the way. So, thank you, all of you.

Rick Bayer: ()();3;35;{?
My name’s Rick Bayer and I'm also on the Board of D1rectors of Physicians for
Social Responsibility, the Oregon Chapter. This is the third time I’'ve been

here speaking on this since last summer and I've been asked to list a few

other credentials, so here goes. I’‘m board certified, American Board of
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Internal Medicine, that specialty is adult medicine. Although I'm not always
proud of it, I am a member of American Medical Association and the Oregon
Medical Association, and the Clackamas County Medical Society. I’m a member
of the American College of Physicians, American Society of Internal Medicine,
American Public Health Association, and probably some things I’'ve 1eft out.
That’s better. To help with brevity what I’'ve done is I've just written a
very brief letter to Secretary Peifia and that way I can turn it in as written
documentation. -

Dear Mr. Pefia. Thank you for a]]owing'pub1ic discussion of the efforts to

. restart the Fast Flux Test Facility at Hanford Nuclear Reservation in

HWashington state. Although Hanford has a legacy as a bomb factory and a major
source of pollution for one of the great water sheds of the world, the
Columbia River ... Now everybody has said lTots of things so I’'m going to get
to the bottom 1ine pretty soon. "My hometown, Portland, Oregon, just happens
to sit on this great river which is becoming increasingly polluted from
activities at Hanford. And the Hanford Nuclear Reservation is also notorious
for releases of radioactive gases that have caused cancer in downwinders and
we've heard from some of these people tonight. I‘ve also taken care of some
of these people in my practice, including a young woman who had cancer when
she was a teenager. Her cancer had been in remission and 1’'d taken care of
her for ten years, basically doing surveillance, and they are lymph-node
enlarged, suggesting the possibility of recurrence. Now the trauma and
anguish that she and her husband and her children went through during this
evaluation is not worth the money that investors hope to make in this - |
discussion. :

Consider for a moment how much the health of you and your loved ones is worth,
Mr. Pefia. Would you trade this away for a promise of gold? There is now a
public relations smokescreen to sell the FFTF as a way to help America make
medical isotopes to cure cancer. America imports most of its isotopes just as
we do oil, electronics, and children’s toys. In researching this, I came
across the April 1997 "CounterPunch" newsietter. [ was asked to sort of, as a
side trip, I was asked to possibly appear with Congresswoman Furse, who I
helped to get elected a couple of years ago. I worked on her campaign and I'm
glad it was successful; and Senator Wyden, and this gentleman from the Bullet
Foundation in Washington was saying, oh there’s all this concern about the
medical isotopes and it’s really mixing up our Washington delegation, but I
don’t detect that much problem in Oregon. After I explained to him that
Washington got the jobs and we only got the pollution, he seemed to be able to
figure it out, why our delegates were a little bit different in Oregon. But
the CounterPunch newsletter authors Ken Silverstein and Alexander Cockburn
wrote an article called "Plot to Cure Aids, Make H Bomb in Five Billion."

They describe how this PR blitz was masterminded by Richard Thompson, who they
describe as a former Air Force officer and Democratic party wheeler-dealer
entrepreneur in Washington state.

... William Stokes, respectively Vice President, and President of Advanced
Nuclear and Medical Systems. I’ve got the documents here for you. The FFTF
was supposed to make tritium for nuclear weapons; however, because of
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competition for making tritium only from plants and heavyweight politicians
like Pete Domenici of New Mexico (Los Alamos), and Strom Thurman from South
Carolina {Savannah River), the folks who were pushing to restart the FTF knew
that they would fail if Hanford tried to compete as a tritium-oniy plant.
This is why the medical mission was invented and why the PR blitz is
occurring. Leak sensitive and confidential memos explain all of this in the
heroic efforts of whistleblower Randall Bonebrake that made this information
public. He needs to be on the Christmas card 1ist of a lot of people.

With more political manipulation stretching all the way from Washington state
to the White House, to Germany, the FFTF went on hot standby instead of being
shut down. As people mentioned, the hot standby status has.cost more

30 million dollars per year that it’s taking away from cleanup efforts. The
main reason that I bring this up is just to expose the obvious scam of using
medical isotopes issues as a smokescreen to try privatize the FFTF and make
large sums of money. And it’s been said over and over again. That’s what
it’s all about, folks. Now, of course, this would help make the FFTF
proponents, inc]uding Advanced Nuclear and Medical Systems, dodge charges that
Hanford and FFTF is only a bomb factory. And it would give Hanford the
political nod to make tritium instead of facilities in New Mexico and South
Carolina. It has everything to do with money and nothing to do with health.
It all makes sense,

Now I’ve certainly been involved with medical isotopes for both diagnosis and

~ treatment of many people with various illnesses. 1’ve ordered Tots of nuclear

medicine studies and taken care of lots of people that have had radiation'side
effects from cancer treatment. OK. One minute. So that nuclear medicine
specialists have expressed no fear of any shortage of isotopes. Some prefer
isotopes made in the USA rather than Canada and support production of isotopes
at Hanford. Strangely the corporate-friendly experts don’t seem to live
downstream from Hanford. Other specialists have stated that the imported,
supply is stable and thus, there is no need for the FFTF to produce medical
isotopes. In‘addition, reports that I have read state that isotope production
would not occur for more than a decade. Using a risk versus benefit
assessment which all physicians use, it seems quite obvious that in this
particular situation any remote possibility ef benefit from extra medical
isotopes made at the FFTF is overshadowed by unreasonable risks and I don’t
have to go through that because everybody has done that so eloquently.

Lastly, lastly, there is now an effort by the proponents of nuclear power to
have the people who may get the jobs, come to the city, it’s on the internet,
and to the state that gets the pollution, but doesn’t get the jobs, Oregon.
This is just a cynical attempt to sew the seeds of death, just for money.

This tactic uses those who are desperate for jobs as pawns in the game and is
strategic corporate hypocrisy in extreme. But alas, as described, business as
usual in environmental and labor issues. I'm all for well-paying jobs in our
neighboring state, but the jobs at Hanford should be for cleaning up and not
for creating more waste. The radioactive waste will be around for a long time
and if we focus on the cleaning up, then we’11l have clean up jobs for a very

long time.
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Pat Serie: . : :

Thank you. Holly Whitney, then Rayner Ward and Barbara Pereira.

Holly Whitney, please? Rayner Ward? How about Barbara Pereira? Goodness.
Bill Boese. Here he comes. OK. John Gilson, Paul Richmond,

Frederick Harris.

Bill Boese: ° ' 002254

Thanks. First of all, I went to one of these meetings. [ don’t know if

Mr. Hughes was there or if any of these other people were there. I know some
of you people were there and the people that have left, But this era of
secrecy I hope is over. The lies and the distortions and the untruths have to
cease. It’s supposedly a free country where we should be getting information
clearly. I’d like to thank all of the Oregon representatives that spoke and
sent their letters up here tonight because they sent a very strong message
that sounded like Oregon doesn’t want this Fast Flux Test Facility. I wish
Senator Hatfield would have been here in person. I wish that he would have
stated the things he said in the letter ten years ago and 15 and 20 years ago
as strong as he did tonight. Maybe this stuff wouldn’t even be in existence
right now.

But as I look around in this particular history right now, I don’t see any
World War II Japanese invasions. I don’t see any cold war, USSR, arms races.
What the hell are we doing? Private corporations are going to send us to war
again? Wow, that would be cool. We have no one to blame for the reversal of
nuclear weapons but the will of people, in this country, and around the worid.
I will be here after the DOE’s left.

Pat Serie: _
John Gilson, then Paul Richmond, Frederick Harris, then Larry Burt, please.

John Gilson: 0
Yeah, my name’s John Gilson. I live up here in Portland. I’'ve lived in ();ﬁzﬁss;
Oregon all my 1ife and I like to think that I'm an elder now. I1’ve got gray
hair (what’s left) and I'm older than the President. Last March, I had a
1ife-saving operation, which kind of gave me a new outlook on life, felt like
I had a second chance. The cause to do a little reflection and thinking about
what’s gone on in the 50 some years that I've been here and one of the, and so
now I want to get some of these thoughts out. I'm really, really upset that
the country, the U.S. that we know now, has no direction. It has no morals,
it’s Tost. It was the first country that dropped a bomb and on TV we see the
results of that. We see the horrors that that bomb caused. Now we’re hearing
the horrors of the production of what these bombs have done. I just want to
say that we need, this country needs to get back on moral ground and find some
spirit. And not even to outlaw land mines, not to take a leadership in global
warming. I mean, what are we? We’re supposed to be the Teaders of the worid.
The only thing we’re doing is we’re leading ourselves to somebody else’s pot
of gold; their resources. It’s not working. We need to gain some moral value
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back in this country. We need to take this one step of stdppingrthe continued
manufacturing of nuclear weapons., Thank you.-

Pat Serie:

Thank you, Mr. Gilson. Paul Richmond. Great. Then we have Frederick Harris,
Larry Burt, and Cherie Holenstein, please.

Paul Richmond: | | | ()();3:35;(;

For the record, for the record, my name is Paul Richmond, local media
producer, writer for a couple of local smaller newspapers. Among other
things, used to do a Tot of satirical stuff when I started out in politics and
things 1ike this Jjust kind of eclipsed everything I was doing, so I kind of
began just covering what was really going on.

We’ve gone over, a Tot of the people here have gone over jusf all the ways
that nuclear waste and nuclear industry and the nuclear spinoffs have just
destroyed lives. And I just want to ask, is there anyone who can think of a

-single foreign enemy or even a combination of foreign enemies that have

brought even remote, anywhere remotely, near the amount of destruction and
death that the nuclear industry has? Is there anyone in the room who can name
those enemies? Mr. Hughes, could you? Is that a no? I think that makes the
point. About ten years ago we were talking about, right after the Challenger
had blown up, there was talk about that the next, one of the next shuttles was
going to bring 40 pounds of plutonium up into the atmosphere. Forty pounds of
plutonium was, I am told, enough to cause cancer on every living person on the
planet. We’re talking about 33-metric tons being brought here to Hanford.
Now, a 1ittle bit about mathematics. A ton is approximately about 50 times
the amount of 40 pounds. Thiriy-three times 50 is roughly a little more than
1600 and something. Two times that and we‘re placing it on a earthquake fault
Tine and there’s a major dam right next to it. We’re gonna drive a lot of it
on the same kind of icy roads. We've got a major nuclear reactor there named
WPPSS.

Pat Serie:
Thank you,- Mr. R1chmond OK. Frederick Harris. No?. Larry Burt. No?
Cherie Holenstein. After that will be Michael 0‘Rourke. .

Cherie Holenstein: 0025,
Good evening. My name is Cherie Holenstein. I’m here as a private citizen. <S'p
I am and have been a member of too many organizations to mention here. What

are my credentials? I’ve been an activist for over 45 years. My first

protest against nuclear power was November 3, 1971, Amchitka Nuclear

Underground Blast, and you’re probably all familiar with Green Peace, that was

the action that Green Peace formed. Someone said that a country honors that

which it cultivates. This country cultivates weapons of mass destruction,-

which leads to war. This is about greed. This is about industry that

probably says, gee with its new fast trigger, we can go to the arms market and

sell more arms. So, 1’11 be very brief; cleanup first, cleanup last, cleanup

only. Thank you.
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Pat Serie:

Is Michael 0’Rourke here?. Bill Beebe? Lloyd Marbet? He was here and he
spoke and he’s gone. Marcia Meyers? Hm, what are we going to do until 11:30?
Mark Brown. Dirk Friedt, right? :

Unidentified person: , ()(123
Well, I’'m here because I’'m supposed to be here. And I heard about this on ;35559
KVEW radio and I was really shocked about the informatjon that this Hanford
plant was going to be reactivated. And so I had to come here and tell you
what I know about it, which is very little. The other day on TV, on

Montel Williams, Alec Baldwin is an actor and he was on there talking about

~ Staten Island in New York, and he’s talking about the devastating effects of

cancer in children because of low-level nuclear radiation from that plant,
from the production of tritium. So there’s world-renowned physicians who are
the world’s experts that are saying that this rhabdomyosarcoma. It’s a
muscle-connective tissue and it’s predominately from a Tow-level of radiation
type of cancer. Ten children in the eight-mile radius all came down with this
same kind of cancer, Now this is more than a coincidence. This plant was
built on the largest aquifer in the State of New York, the water is highly
contaminated. They are storing this tritium in a large pond where it
evaporates into the environment. So it’s not just Trojan; it’s not just
Hanford; or Staten Island. It’s Sweden, Japan, China. The whole world is
affected by this. Nobody’s gonna get away with this. Even you are affected

by it.

!

There’s a Dr. Kélkotta, MD, and she’s confirming all this information to be,
you know, accurate, and that these kids are dying of this cancer in this area

because the water is being contaminated by this tritium that’s leaking into

our environment. I lost my train of thought ... I'm kind of mad because my
whole 1ife I've been living with one fear. People have fears of snakes and
spiders or something like that; but I've been terrified of being blown up by
nuclear disaster my whole Tife. I was wondering when it’s going to happen;
when the idiot in the world is going to press the bomb. That’s a horrible
feeling. It’s Tike what future do you have if you have to worry every day
whether or not nuclear power plants are going to melt down and do us all in?
So, toxic nuclear area map of the world, I was shocked when I saw this. Every
perimeter of the United States is toxic with nuclear waste. The only state
that isn’t is Texas. Why is that? That’s where President George Bush lives.
That’s where Lyndon B. Johnson resides and came from. That’s kind of funny,
isn’t it? So, I'm going to leave you with quotes of famous songwriters of all
us, Paul Simon: The sound of silence, 1ike silent cancer grows. Also, this
one: It’s not a war with another country; it’s a war with man. Neil Young.
Thank you for everything and thank you for coming out here and I love all of
you. And I’'m going to continue the support, the efforts that it takes to stop
all of this nuclear insanity in the world. Thank you.

Bill Mead: _ ' 002223
You know, I just was thinking about something here. I’m Bill Mead. I'm the

one with the BOHICA sign, remember? OK. I was thinking about something here.

We’re talking about tritium and the reason for tritium is to boost the
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explosive yield of a nuclear weapon. OK. You don’t need tritium to build a
nuclear weapon. You don’t need this in the first place. The reason you build
tritium and you put it in there is for a fission, fusion, and then possibly a
fission reaction to boost the original fission reaction in the bomb by about
40 percent. What the hell are we doing here? What are we doing? They know
that we only need, in the event of a national defense emergency, I think
that’s what they determine, between 100 and 300 nuclear weapons, and these are
small weapons. The reason why we want tritium is to boost yield, miniaturize
it, and make it more accurate so we could have MIRV weapons on these delivery
systems. We don’t neéed it. Why are we even talking about this?’

Mike Dill: | . - 005
My name is Mike Di1l. I guess I represent my family and my friends and all 4253;
the people who aren’t here tonight. I had a sister who was a nurse in
Spokane, Washington, and she asked me to relay this message tonight. She
works in a premature baby, you know, where she sees a lot of crack babies and
a lot of cocaine babies. 1 mean she sees a lot. She says by far the most
birth defects that she sees comes from the Tri-Cities area and they come from
nuclear radiation. So I think the facts are .definitely in and the facts are
definitely here and nuclear radiation is bad. And I hope that if politicians
go forward with this, and what I consider insanity, that I hope that we
deliver that first truck load of plutonium to the DOE’'s parking lot and I hope
that we dump it in their parking lot and let them go to work the next morning.

- I’ve been reading a lot of American Indian 1iterature, because I think

Americans, I try to see how we can become active in this world that we live
in. And I think the American Indian is real aware of the government lie and I
think we also have to become very aware of it and I think we need to learn
from these brothers and sisters. And I think that also the warriors that are
lTeft within there are starting to become active in poetry and starting to
become active ‘in literature and I’'d 1ike to just end with a quote from -

Buffy St. Marie who has a song called "The Priest of the Golden Builet" and

she says: Silver burns a hole in your pocket and gold burns a hole in your

soul. It says plutonium burns a hole in forever and just keeps getting out of
control. Thank you.

Inaudible

Unidentified person: (7(12?
... First I want to talk and say ... I want to speak in a foreign tongue, wéﬁgz)
moral tongue of your nation, it’s called English. The reason I say this is in
the beginning ... Out of all the things that you put our people through, when
you told us we couldn’t .speak our languages, we couldn’t have our hair Tong,
and all of the other stuff; I want you to know that we’re still here; we’re
sti11 resisting. Our people have been here for a long time and we believe
that we are the caretakers for this land and it’s our responsibility to take
care of all of creation as we know it here. We ... a white race was a very
young race; they had only been here one time. You have a lot to Tearn. There
was a lot said tonight. And it was good. But we still believe that you have
to come to the indigenous people. You have to sit down with us. You have to
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listen to what we have to say. You have to learn to speak from your heart,

not just your mind. Because in order to become peaceful and live in love and
harmony with nature and nature’s true element and not man-made laws, you have
to reacquaint yourself, you have to renew, become reborn, reeducate yourself.

Some of you’ve heard me say these things before and I told you we don’t have a
safe way of containment. We‘re tatlking about reality and I’ve heard a lot of
it tonight. And you’ve always heard me say this. We have no safe way of
taking care of these things that you’ve created because you don’t have an
understanding of it. Until you come to the indigenous people, come to our
ceremonies, sit with us, and be willing to relearn, you're not going to
correct what you’re trying to do. It has to come from this way, we all have
to work together, heart, mind, body, and spirit. You always hear the western
medical people say, talk about their heart, and mind, and their body. But you .
always forget the most important part, the spirit. Because everything has a
spirit. In our language there’s no such thing as an inanimate object. We may
change it, but it still has a spirit. We have to relearn to make that
connection with all of creation in order to correct what is going on. It has
to come from this way. There is no other path.

Like I said, there .was a lot of good words said. And of all things, I hope
these agencies will come and maybe Took at what’s going on before it’s too
late. Because we were told a long time ago at ceremony that we were going to
come to a point that we’re going to have to make a decision and it’s going to
affect all of creation., It’s going to affect beyond seventh generat1on !
We're at that point rxght now. They told me this over 50 years ago in
ceremony. They told us that we were going to be the ones, that we’re going to
make this decision. So now we’re here and we can’t turn it back, but we can
correct it if we're willing to work together, each and every one of us. I've
heard people say that I've come here to speak, where are the one’s that are
not here, the animal nations? The winged ones? The four-legged ones? The
tree and the plants? -

We also want you to know that we told you a long time ago to leave it in the
ground. Don’‘t bother it. That’s part of mother earth, because you don’t
understand what it’s truly for, and until you're willing to relearn this way
and correct what has been taken out of the mother earth. A1l of the things
that were said tonight, it’s good. And now let us all come together, then let
us work together. Let us sit down, let us read, relearn, let us think from
our heart. We have a saying that would open your heart to hear the back of
your heart and back off. Take time, think about the decisions that you are
doing, so that you won’t make the mistakes that have been made before.

Certain words that we have in our traditional languages we can’t explain to
you; there’s no interpretation. They are sacred and holy. That’s the closest
we can come to in your language. When we say "ahhkan", it goes far deeper
than that ‘cause it includes all of creation as we know it. We have to learn
to heal, we have to do it in this way ...
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Pat Serie:

Written responses are welcome. The comment period, as Roger mentioned, will
be extended probably to February 20. That written notice will be out tomorrow
I believe and there are comment forms right here if you'd like to leave them.
There-are meetings on the 20th of January in Seattle, the 22nd in Richland,
and February 12th in Hood River has been rescheduled. Thank you all for
coming and staying. And let’s adjourn.
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